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ABSTfiACI 

This manual introduces undergraduate students 11 
political science to major types of data and lethods for 
cross- national quantitative analysis. The manual's topic. Conditions 
for Effective Democracy, was chcsen because it incorpcrates several 
different kinds of data and illustrates various methodological 
problems- The data are cross- sect icnal aggregate data, longitudinal 
aggregate data, and cross-national attitudinal data taken from a 
five-nation study. The manual contains 10 exercises- She first four 
examine a series of journal articles about the social and economic 
conditions associated with successful democracy. Exercise five 
intx educes longitudinal data from the Minnesota Political Data 
Archive for analyzing sequential relationships among political, 
social, and economic variables ever extended periods cf time. The 
remaining five exercises involve reanalysis of major research 
findings concerning the attitudinal characteristics of democratic 
systems. Students do not need previous training in statistics or 
methods. The only equipment needed to cosplete the exercises iS a 
counter- sorter, although a calculator would also be helpful. Staff 
for the course will need a key punch and reprodix;er. {Author/A?) 
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Prcfaoc 

The gtnerftl pnspoae of this Mim«l it te iaiMdoM inttnMdiatc level 
studentB to aajor tjrpee of det* end aetbode for eroec-oationsl ^laatitatiTe 
anelyaie* To eccoigilith this purpose, • single general topic ««s selected 
^und which • set of exereises hse been prepared ineoxpornting several dif- 
faKUt kinds of data end illustrating a nu^r of atthodolegieal prohl««a« 
The general topic is "Conditions for Effective Oeaocracy"! the types of data ' 
are cross-sectioaal .aggregate data, longitudinal aggre^te data, and croas- 
aeetional attitudinal data takes froa the Alaond-Verba five-nation etndgr. 
No doubt some other topio could also hare been selectedt euoh as political 
nodemixation, political participation, or stability and revolution. But the 
present topic is of obvious intrinsic interest and does enable us to intro- 
duce varied problens coimeoted with cross-national quaatitativa imalysis. 

The first four exercises exeaine a series of articles by Lipeet, 
Outright, and Neubaaer dealing with the social and economic conditions asso- 
ciated with successful deaoeraey* Exercise 5 introduces longitudina l data 
from the Minnesota Political Data Archive far anilysing aeqmential relation- 
ships' anong political, social, and econonic variablea over exteiutad periods 
of tififfi. The resainiag five exercisee involve reanalysis of aajor findings 
from ^BU)nd and Verba* a The Civic CtJtnre eoneeming the attitudinal char- 
acteristios of democratic systems* The msnual includes a code for the 
analysis deck uaed^ the last exeroisas. 

Throughout the exercises the emphasis is on subatantive finding! 
rather than methodology, but the inetructor vill find aaple fipportonity to 
elaborate the methodologioai aectiona if ha desires to do so. Stoienta are 
not presumed to hare had any previous training in atatiatiea or methods. The 
only equipment needed to eos^lete the ezerciaea is a counter-sorter, although 
a calculator vill also be ;helpful. Staff for the eourae vill nedd a kay punch 
and- reproducer. 

Our expeetatioB'jia that aa atudents master the materials in the annual 
they will go on to formulate further probleas for analysis* Instructors night 
provide opportunities for students to write additional exercises of their own 
using the data that are provided. We have found that i^ch assignments can be 
among the most intereating and useful. Certainly the exercises aa a whole 
ahould be regarded as an introduction to quantitative coa^arative analysis 
which can be si]^plemanted with a variety of additional auiteriala. 

Data from the Banks-Textor Croea ' Polity Surrey, the Yale Data Program, 
and the Almond-Verba study were made mailable through the Inter-Univeraity 
Consortium for Political Besearch. Is on o^er occasions ths staff of the^ 
Conaortium has been unfailingly cooperative in responding to our requoita,^ 
Neither the Consortium nor the original authors are in any way responsible 
for our use of the data in these exercisee. We gladly acknowledge the help 
of revered colleagues in the Bepartnuit of Political Sceience in preparing 
the exercises, eepecially the editors of the series, William Flsnigan and 
Samuel Krialov. 
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Certain methodological •actions of the exercises were incorporated 
verbatiia from the first jpanuol in this series— '^liaimal for the Political 
M^vior Laboratory** b/i^illiaxa Flanigan and Oavid BePass with the assistance 
of John Pierce and Nancy Zingale. Special thanks go to our eaqpert typists » 
Harilyn Cbristisnson ami Gloria Priea, vhose patience , skill* and proiqitQess 
in preparing successive versions of both this manual and the manual on poli- 
tical behavior have greatly aided our efforts* Finally, all these exercises 
were originally introduced on an experimental basis to classes of under- 
graduates over a period of several years* The coomsntSf oritieisns, and 
endurance of these stiidents have helped measurably to is^rove the manual. 



Editor's Ft^f&ce 



This loaaual is the second of a series aiioed at bringing to under- 
graduate teaching the sophistication and the exciteo^nt o£ jd^A^iog with 
genuine research problems » the discovery and examination of data, rather 
than passive acceptance of conclusions « Members of the Departs^nt of 
Political Science at the University of Minnesota have been involved in 
the developot&nt of such a program for nearly five years. The first of 
the series on political behavior, written by William Flanigan and 
David RePass was issued in 1967. A revised edition of that effort 
will be available frcci Little, Bro^ and Co. this fall* We expect over 
the course of the next two years to issue similar — but individualized 
efforts as follows: comminity power, l^c^s Scott; legislative behavior, 
Eugene Eidenberg; judicial behavior, Samuel Krislov; international relations, 
Ellen Pirro; political developotmnt, Roger Benjamin; and quantitative methods 
by Roger Benjamin and William Flanigan. As these are revised for final 
publication, they will also be published by Little, Brown and Co. 

The project itself is. supported by the Office of Education and the National 
Science Foundation* In accordance with the principles of public support, 
and our own purposes, we are making all materials available without restric- 
tion, asking only that credit be given for any use of the materials. 



Samuel Krislov 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 
June 25, 1968 
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iSSIQOiENT 1 



Definitions and liMai»«s «f Otaocraey 



S* li« XiipMif "Smn S»eial S»fftisit«s of fitmenmfi Eeo&oaic 
limlopMiit and Folitieal LoiitiM^ in Beltbgrt Doatlor* 

P. Catri^tt ■^iioMl MitiMl fimlepMnti and BeoBoaie 

Comifttot* ia Matsf* Dtntlory and ataith, Politica apd Socinl 
I,ifo > im. \ 

D. £• Mtobaaarf "Soat Conditio of D»oer«^t" 4Fffi«N[^oaabtrt 1907» 

▲ aignifiea&t daralopBaat in tho atudf of eeaparaiiro folitioa 
during ilia past daoadaa has lioan a broad oxttnaion of qoaatitatiYa 
aaalyaia. p]roU.ana viiieh voro proTionaly ^^aelMd aero or lasa 
iaprisaaioniatieally aro now ^naidorod ^propriata onbjaeta for tha oao 
of qnaatitatiTo data and aoeaqpai^rias atatiatioaX taeteifoaa* Soeh a 
probXtB ia tha fonaral topic for thia aot of axtreiaaat tba eaaditiona 
for offaetiTO doaooracy. Sinea tba tiaa of Ariatotla political tliinkara 
horo baan intaraatad in^tba q;iiaatim af wbat ara tba aaoia, pajohologieal, 
and biatorieal conditions nndar vbiob daatoratie -ayataas floiriabf bat 
only in raeant yaara baa tba qnaation baeoaa a foena for ayataaatie 
foantitatiTo aaalyiia* la tbia aat of a»ireiaaa wa aball axaaina aoaa 
roeont atudiaa ecmeamad vitb tbia quattion* 

A f irat raqniraaant in azaaining tba ooiulitioaa for offaetiTt 
deaoeracy is to agroa on a definition of daaoeraey* Sinet wa art 
intaraatad in quantitativa analyais «t naad a definition tbat ia not only 
eonceptnally aatiaf^ring but ibat refera to atMnrable pbanaaena. Tbat 
is, «e need an operational definition of deaMraoy. 4 good operational 
definition of deaoeraoy Will identif!y tbe baaie ebaraoteriatiea tbat wt 
consider dietinetiTe about dneeratie ayataaa ei^ will aleo tall na bow 
6beae ebaraoteriatiea oaa be ataaured. It abould be atreaaed tbat bo 
aatter how eonoeptoally aatiafying a particular definition a^ aeea, 
tmleaa it refera to aeaanrable pbeaoaena— unleaa it ia operational— 'tbt 
definition ia inadequate for pnrpoaea of qnantitatira aaalyaia. 

No one definition of deaoeracy ia oniTeraally accepted* On tbe 
contrary t aany definitiona are croilablef and tbe particular definition 
W9 adopt will bare ii^rtant affects on car findiaga* In tbia ezeroiat 
we will consider altankative definitions of deaoeracy tbat bars been 
used in yiree recent Btndies» and wo will aotiot aoae iaplicationa of 
adopting one definition or anotber. 

Tbree atndiea tbat classify oonntries according to nwaaurea of 
deaoeracy are Lipaet'e '*Som Social Bequieites of Deaoeracy," CutrigbtU 
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OtMocraesr.** Bofwtvarf th* atMiircs of rttatoracy arc difftrttt in cfteh 
■tady* TIWM diffavtaets will ba awMuriswl I& ngara i.i. 

(1) Snr (ioaa liipaat dafina daaaaraay t 



In CalaM 1 af figiira Ut liat tha 'Maawaa tl»t Iiipaat vaaa aa 
criiaria af egaay> 



fifiura llaaawaa of DaaMraoy in Thma Baeaat Stadiaa 



Itijpaai 



Cutrifht 



NtnlMaar 



' ' ' J • 

(2) Ira Lipaat'a arittria is elaaaifyiag eouiiriaa gaad i^aratiaaal 
■taanraat Ara tka pwuda far aaalffiing aamiriaa iata sna aaiafozy or 
floothar alaar aM a:^laitf CanlA jaa rapliaata Lipaat*a alaaaif ieation 
on iha baaia af tte ataturaa and data ba aravidaa t 
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PoXiticftl DtYvlopatnt Xiid«s, oa ti» othtr handy U iattndMl m a ■Msur* 
not of d«Mier«e]r tet of dsrtlopMat* Y*t tte itras iaeioM i& tlit Xndoz 
rtfor to niailar politioAl eluffMttritties* 

<3) Vhftt ic Catri|^t*a Politieal DaTolepMst Zndoz iaittdad to 
■eamire ? 



X& Colam 2 of Figure 1.1 list tht itou iaoludod in Cntright'i 

Xndoz* 

Cntrigiiit not only liots m muibor of it«M Imt OMbinto tlm into 
an Xadox <m tiia baaia of which eonatrioa oaa ba aearad and raakad. Notiea 
that Li]iaat*a oritaria ara uaad only far oitaaif!yiB( Mnntriaa in diohotoneaa 
oatagoriaa— that ia* atahla daaoeraeiaa or aaatnUa daBoaraaiaa, and matahla 
dietatorahipa or at«hla dietato'^aSlpa-^whUa (^toi|^*a fiidax ia uatd to 
ordor oonntriaa in tanaa of t«ir a«ora on a aantlwmi|^ aeala* Ssoh an 
ordering pandta additional Idi^ of analyaia that mild not ha poaaibla 
with tb« aoro ai»pl« diohotoaana elnaaif iantiaa. 

(4) Do you «grc« with tho woi^ts Catri|^t aaaifoa in eonatmeting 
hia Index? If not» wb^ net ? 



(5) la the Folitieal Deraloiiaent Index a ^od Beaaure of political 
deveXopaent, aa Catrig^t def inea it? Ia it a good Baaaare of deaooraeyt 



Neubaaer eriticiaea Cutrigfat'a Index of Folitionl QeTolopMnt aa a 
aeaaure of both derelopBent and denooraey* In Colaan 3 of Figaro 1«1 liat 
the iadicatora that Neubaaer ineladaa ia hia ladox of Danoeratio Ferfonaaaea. 

(6) How do Neabaaer'a iadieatora differ froa the itaaa ia Catrig^t*a 

Index? 



The ii^rtaaoe of the dlfferaaeea ia aeaaurea auMarixed ia Figure 1*1 
beoonaa appareat wha:! we go oa to olaaaify aad order ooimtrioa aeeordiag to 
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one or anotlMr of tlM tucgtiM Mts of MM«rfi« th» b«iie ^otstioa ii, 
to what oztoiit will eosntrits hm eluaif i«d and ordmd in tlis mm way 
if wt ua« dif ftr«it Muartt of doMorMjrf If tbt elaaaif ieation and 
ordering of cou&triai tuma out tba aaao in all inataacta it ■akia littlo 
dif ftroneo vhieh aaaaurta «• adopif Imi if tha elaaaif ioatiaa or ordoring 
of eountrioi dif fara aubatantially tlwn tba etoiea of partioolar wasuroa 
bocoaeo aigBifioant* 

Tha oonaaqaaneaa of adop|ini ona tot of aoaattraa ar anathar em 
be seen eoi^Iatittc Figuraa 1<S «ad 1*3* Colim 1 of rifsro 1*2 liata 
23 coutttriaa aa raaktd by Neubsoor oa hia Zndaz of DeMcratio Ptrforauice. 
In Coluan 2 rank tha aaaa 83 oomiriaa aeoordiBg to tliair aaorta on 
Cutrigbt'a Indaz of Folitical DaralepMat* Vhara aora tbaa ont oonntry 
haa Uie aaaa oeora oa Catri|^t*a ladax officaaidar all tboaa eauatriaa aa 
HbB sane roaldng ond ttion ikip that amdiar to datasaiaa tha nazt ranldnir^ 
(For ezaa^ltf aiaea 8 oooatriaa hava tha highaat aeorot OSt on Cutriibt'^ 
Index f oonaidar all 8 conntriao ao ranked firat and then aldLp to ninth 
place for the next country,) 

Figure 1«2« Ordering of 23 Conntriea on Indieea of Deaoeraoy 
in Two Eeoent Stndico 



Cntri^it 



Neubauer 



1 


Great Britain 


2 


France 


a 


Finland 


4 


Sweden 


7) 


Netherianda 


o 


Belgium 


7 
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Luxtabourg 


9 


Norway 


10 


New Zealand 


11 


Dauaark 


12 


laraal 


13 


Weat GenHoy 


14 


Italy 


16 


Canada 


16 


Uaitad Stataa 


17 


Venesnela 


IS 


Anatoia 


10 


Chile 


20 


Ireland 


21 


India 


22 


Saitsarland 


23 


Uexioo 
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Nov, in Fignr* 1,3 plat ihi iMatim of tMb tte t3 e^untriM ^ 
oxdering u tlw borlBO&t«l aacia* 



Figure 1.3« fitUtimiiip of Cairifbt*o Ordorlaf of Oonforatie 
Comtrios to Noabcaor'o 
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NtobotiorU Ordoring 



(7) If Cutrigbt*! and Nonbaoor'o oxdoriog of oouatrioo wort 
ideatiealt how would tht omos bo diotribntod on Figaro l*8 t 



(8) la foot; lu»w ar« tlui omoo diotribatedf 



(9) Bow ooriouo ia th« doriotion of tht ootoAl distrihutioa froa 
the distribution thot would oppoar if tho ordoriago w«ro idoat ieol t 
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dUtrlbatUa •t omm sad tte tiqpMicd distrlMiM if tiMi MrdsriiHEa wv 



(U) On tlM iMsif of ftgar* l.S vkftt c«aeliisioas Mtt dr«r 
•iMut tl» aignlfiMnat of oltonatlvo mmbtco in or<oriaf oonirioo hf 
oztoat of doaoegoMr t 
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Coi^parfttiTe Politics LaiwrAtoTy 



SoM fitlfttJoiuihips bttvtca DtaoerAOjr aa^ Iievtli 
of Econoade and Social DovalopMat 



A»mxfpa»d Baadiaci 

S. U* Lipottf "SojM Si^cial Eoquititei of Dcaocracyt Economic DoT«lop- 
«o&t aai Folitieal Lesiiiaaoyt" ia Fola1>j» Ooatler, and Mth, 
^litiea aaA Social Life . 1063. 

Obo of tlw mtt iij^ortaat lot of Iq^tlwiaa about the eoailitioiio for 
•ffoctivo doMooraflgr eonconui tbo rolatioaohipa tetvaaa doaoeraey aad pravail- 
ing loTolo of aoeial or eooBoaie doTolopwat. Lipiot vritao^ for oza^lo, 
tbat "The sore «oll-to-^ a aation, tba graatc tht ehoaeta that it will 
■oataia daMeraey*** fhora ara, faow«Yart a aaabtr of diffaroat vagro in «faieh 
tha ralationahipo baiaraaa doMoeracy sad davolojjpont em bo doaeribod. In 
tbia oxereiao we will bogio to exoaiao soao of tho&o poooiblo rolatioashipo • 

In goneralf Lipaot ia attoapting to ahow that doaooratie eoantriea 
are aoro highly dOTalopod than non-daaoeratie ooantriaa* In order to do ao 
he mat defiaa daaoeraey, define "lerel of deTelopaenty** and ahov bow level 
of devalopaent ia related to deaoeracy. In Bxereiae 1 we eoa^ared Lipaet*a 
definition of doioeraey with aoae alternative def initlona* We aoat now aae 
what Lipaet aeaaaStq^ "level of developaent** and how he deannatratea a 
relationehip betveen the two, 

Juat aa there ia no single accepted definition of democracy ao there 
ia alao no aingle definition of national wealth or level of eeonoaic develop- 
nent. Inatead, a anaber of different aeaaurea are eoaaonly oaed either 
aingly or in eoabination. Lipeet hiaaelf introdueea 15 indicatora under 
four general headingai indieea of wealth* indiiatrialiaation« edacation« and 
urbanization* ia we ahall aee, it ssoksa a difference which of theae indicatora 
fltre oaed in the analyaie. 

In order to ahow how democracy and development are rela'tod Lipaet 
uaea two atraightforvard atatiatical seaaureat meaoa and rangea* Each of 
theae iMoaurea allowa hiia to may aoae^ing different about the relationahip* 
Lipaet Baintaina> firat of all, that deaoeratic eountriea have higher 
average levela of wealths induatrializationi education, and urbanisation 
than non-^eaMoratie eountriea. In hia own wordaf "the average wealth* 
degree of indnatrialization and urbanization and level of education ia omch 
higher for the aore deaoeratic countries aa the data preaented in Table II 
indicate," It ia certainly clear from theae data that on every indicator 
the mean level of developaant ia higher oaumg European and Sogliah-apeaking 
ocustriee for atable deaocraciea than for the otherei and aaong Latin- 
jUaerioan eountriea for deaocraciea and unstable dietatorahipa than for the 
othera. However, aa we look again at Table II an additional interpretation 
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also tuggett* it««lf t namly^ thftt Horeptaa and Saglitb-fpMldsg eounirle* 
are mnre higbly dtvvlopad than lAtin-^AaarioaB eountriaa f gardlaaa of dggree 
of damocracy* 

(1) Oq bow May indicetora ia tha atan level of devalopaant lower 
for i&e LAtin-slMrieae daaoeratio catogory tha& for tlw Saropaaa and fiigliah- 
apoaking diotatorabip eatagory? .. On which iadioatora is the mm 
level of daralapaeat kighar? 

(2) In li^t of your anawer to qnaatien If haw would 70a iatarprat 
the data in Lipaat'a Table II taking into account both the relationahip 
betaeen deaooraej and daralo^atnt and the ralatimahip hetwean tlia two 
regional groupa of cenntriaa? 



It aeema that tha diatiaction betwaan Eoropean and ^igliah-speaking 
countries on one hand a&d Xiatin-ilaaricac eoontriea on tha other ia quite 
iixjportant in affaoting tha ganeral relationship between daaoeracy and deve i op- 
men t. 

(3) Why did Lipaet distingaiah betwaan the two geovpa of countries 
in the first plaeeT What are the advantagea and diaadrantagea of treating 
the two groupa acparatalv ? 



As a statistical nsaaors, the aaan is one way of describing central 
tendency or a typieal ease in any aollaetien of oasea. Th» mm telle na 
nothing I hovevtrt about the diatribution of eaaea in the group* For exanplov 
two atudanta say here the sasN sttan grade— ai^ 86^but the f irat atadent 
may have reoeivid grades of 70, 75, 96, and 100, while the aaeond received 
gradea of 81, 82 ^ 87, and 80. In the forvr inatanee there waa actually no 
"B" grade in the entire collection, but in the latter all the grades were 
"B*** Although the aean is ths saae in both inataaees, ws would certainly 
interpret the acadanio parforaanee of tha two atudanta very differently. So 
far aa Lipset*a analyaia ia concerned, a deaeription of the relationship 
batvesn deabora^ and —an leral of davelopswnt aay conceal the fact that 
soms dsBoeratie countries are actually at low lavela of davelopsMnt while 
sons dictatorships are at hii^ lewala of dewelopaent. In order to detersine 
whether or not iki» ia true we need an additional sMasure bssidea the mean. 
Lipset hinself pi'OTides ths range aa aa additional neaaure. 
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The raoft dttieribec tht liaiii of viuriation or the estroaoff of eaaeo 
in the colleotion. The first of our two atudoiito in the proeodiag paragraph 
received grades ranging froa 70 to 100, while the second student's grades 
fell within a range of only 6 points. With regard to Lipoet*s analysis, the 
range for each indicator ahows the sxtsn^ of overlap in lovelo of development 
of demoeratie countries snd dictatorships « The loss such overlap cTxists the 
more confidence we can have in the relationship between desocracy snd develop^ 
aentf Oxb aore such overlap exists the less convincing would Hui relationship 



sees to be. Hhy is this 8o?_ 



(4) On how BAoy indicators is there overlap in levels of develoi»&ent 
between deaoeraciss and dictatorships? On which indicators is there 

the most and least overlap ? 



(5) If we wanted to describe the relationship between democracy and 
development in teras of r«iges in levels of deveicpaent rather then menu 
levels of developasnt, how would you interpret the data in Lipset's fable II? 



The range indicates the limits of variation or the ertrenes of eases 
in a colleetioni it does notf however, indicate how the cases are distributed 
within those limits • Within the saae range cases may be e|>nceatrated at the 
extremsBf or distributed evenly across the entire range y or concentrated at 
tiie meaUf or distributed in aany other patterns* In order to see how in 
fact the cases are distributed we mst go beyond the range to ezaaine the 
frequency distribution of cases in the collection. The frequency distribution 
tells us where cases fall within the range. With regard to Lipset's analyeis, 
the frequency distribution would tell us not only how auch overlap exists 
in levels of developaent but also how aany countries overlap in this way. 
The fewer countries froa different categories that overlap in levels of 
developaent the aore confidence we can have in the relationship between 
deaocracy and developswnt. 

In Figures 2«ia-d the frequency distribution is given for Lipset's 
four categories of countries on four basic indicators, one each for wealth t 
industrialization, edueatiob, and urbanization. In each figure the vertical 
axis shows nuaber of eotmtries and the horizontal axis shows level of develop- 
meat on that indicator. The line for each category of countries ahows the 
nuBiber of countries at each level of developisent, ^ 
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(6) On eaieh of jtiie fdor isdioAtors, Ifisd («) h&w Moy Eii7op«aii and 
English-npeaking dftmr^itt «d d&ei«toi?i]iip« ov«rI«p in Imit of develop)- 
mnti (b) how muxy lAtik^^Mrican doaoeraeioi nad dict«torsiiips OTorlap in 
lev&lB of derelopaont; (c) haw Hta^ Suropoac dictmtorohijpo and I*tin-iaerican 
doMoeraeies OYorlap in lovols of doTolopMnt. (For oiaplicitjr w« «rc roforring 
to LipsetU e«t«gei7 ofl&tfvpMtt moA fiBfflUfe-«po«klaf atalilo dMOcracios m 
"democracies** and hit second category m "d ic tato rahipa " j tb« aaae is true of 
hia tvo categerias of L^tia-AsMrioaa eonstrias.) 

CaiPt (a) I (b ) 1 I («) 

Agricttltural 2^1oy»aBtt; U\ t (h) t U) 
Education I U) i (b ) i U) 
Urbanization! (a) | t (h ) I (c) 

(7) Coea an aiial;yais of the fra^nancy diatribationsi as coa^ared 
1 ais^ly to ranges t aaea atrengthan or vaakan tlie alleged relationship 

between deaccracy and lejvala of devalopaentf Ihv ? 



To carry the analysis one step further we can espreei the data in 
Figurea 2,lar4 as caattlative freqneney diatribationa. This will tell us the 
per cent of total eaaaa la each category of eotmtrias at sueeessiTe and all 
preceding levels of deweiopaent. In Figures 2,2a-4 the Tertical axes show 
per cent of conntries frost 0-100J(| the horisontal axes show the level of 
developoeat on e&eh indicator. Each point on the line represanta the per 
cent of all countries at that and preoediag levels of developaant. For 
exaa^le, in Figure 2.3b we can aee that alioat 70^ of all Enropean and 
js^lish-spealdng daaoeraciea have 20^ or less of their labor force employed 
in agrieultiure, and about m% have 30^ or leas ai^loyed in agriculture 1 
aooag Soropean and ^glish-speaking dictatorships less than 10^ of the 
countries have 205S or less of their labor force Alloyed in agriculture. 
To find the aaount of overlap in the eajas Figure we can eos^are the per cent 
of ^opean dictatorships at successive levels of developnent with the per 
cent of denocraeies at these levels. In other words, ab«i«|^40^ of European 
and English-speaking dictatorships are at levels of devel orient that overlap 
setae democracies; 60^ are at lower levela of development than all democracies; 
8ik of Kuropeaa and English-speaking deaocraeies are at higher level e of 
development than any dictatorship. 
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Figurts 2.2M «r« already em^lctcd. Using tb« data ia Figure 2* la 
Goi^lete Figure 2«2a abowing ibm cuaralative frequeney diatribution of 
countries ia all four eategoriea in teraa of SKP per ci^ita* 

(8) FroB Figort 2.2a find (a) tbe eant of Soropeaa and Eoglish- 
epeaking deaoeraoias at hi^er levels of developewnt tliaa any eoi^arable 
dictatorship i (b) tbe per cent of European and fkiglisb-speaking 
dictato^sMps at lover levels of deTelopaent than any coi^arable deweracy 

I (e) tbe per eent of iSuropean and &iglieb-spealdng deaocraeies that 
overlfi^ e<»9>anU»le dietatorahips ia lavela of davelopwuitf (d) tb» per eent 
of European Juid EogliiA-apeaJciag diei»tonhipi tbat overlap cw^arable 
deaocraeies in leTsls of developatat t (e) the per cent of mrm 

deaooratio Latia-^rioMi eountries at hi^r levels of development than 
sny less doBooratie lAtin-sAasricaa countries t (f ) the per c«it of 

Latin-^&aerioan couatriea in the aore deaooratie eategory at hi|^r levels 
of developaeat than any l&iropean and Kbglisb-^ipaaking dietatorahips « * 

(9) Do these percentagea tend to eonf ira or refute the alleged 
relationship betveen deaocraey and developaeat? Why ? 



In Figure 2.3 draw a bypothetieal cT»ilative frequency distribution 
in which the relationship betveen deaocraey and developaeat, as bypothesised 
by Lipset and as shown through this statistical aeasurst would be fully 
confini»d« Iiet the vertical axis shew per cent of eountriee« and the horizontal 
axis an ixaagined eingle index of sooial-^conoaie developnent; use two categories 
of eoimtries-HieiBocraeies and dictatorships* 



Figure 2.3. 



^n><>thetieal Cumlative Frequency Distribution 
Showing Belationship between Deaocraey and Level 
of Developaeat 
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countries 
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(10) How eoBTineiiic ii tit* MlAtiontliip betVBiii dMBeraoy dcvclop- 
Mttt Jis^otlwiind UpB«t ^ ibm hmaim of tl&t analytic f9u hm doom in 
this •xcroiM? To vfaat oxtoat is it trao, as Lipstt si^s, that **¥hs aoro 
«olI-to-do a natioBf ths gv«ator tha ehanoaa that it will snstaln doaoeraey**? 



Coiq)arative Politics Laboratory 
Correlation of Political and Social -Economic Itevelopment 



Aasigaed reading! 

Philli{Mi Outright, National Political Itevelomi^nt t in Polsby, l}6ntler 
and Ssdthi Politics and Social Life , pp. 569f « 

In this article 9 Cutright carries the investigation of relationships 
between democracy and levels of social-economic developxaent beyond Lipset's 
analysis in three basic waysi first, he constructs a single iiulex for 
measuring degrees of democracy (political develupoent) in &11 countries; 
secondf he adopts a single index for measuring levels of soeial^conomic 
development in all countriesf and tdiirdp he uses more complex statistical 
measures of the relationship between democracy and develoiusent than simply 
means and ranges. We have alrei^ discussed Cutright*s Index of Political 
Development as a measure of democracy in Exercise 1, and we will return to 
it again in the next exercise* Here we will examine his index of social- 
economic development and part of his statistical analysis. 

Lipset's study uses 15 indicators of social **eeonomic development 
under four general headings! wealthy industrialisation, urbanisation f and 
education. We may that some of these indicators are more highly associated 
with democracy than others. But Lipset himself does not select any one 
indicator or index of social-economic develoiment as the major variable in 
his analysis. Cntright does adopt such an index. His siethod for doing so 
is to correlate selected indicators of social -econcm&ic development with 
degree of democracy (political development). Through this method he finds 
that the indicator which is B«)st highly associated with degree of democracy 
in the Cosmomi oat ions Development Index. 

The Concmnications Development Index was constructed by adding a 
country's statistically adjusted scores on newspaper consiux^tiouy news-* 
print conslUI^ltion| telephones, and volume of don^stic mail per capita. 
Scores on this coimmmi cat ions index were then correlated with scores on 
the democracy (political development) indexi and the degree of association 
between communications and democracy was compared to the correlations 
between democracy and three other social -economic measures— urbanization, 
education, and agricultural eoqiloyattnt. To understand this procedure we 
must say a few words about the meaning of correlation . 

We are dealing here with measures of association or correlation 
which measujre the degree of strength of relationship between two variables. 
Whenever we say that there is a relationehip between' two variables we 
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genarally mean that they vary togeiiieri 
aa the value of oom variftble inertMes, 
the other siso incjreaaesi aa o&« 
decreases » the other aleo decx^aaea* 
If the two variablea vera parfeetly 
relatadf all caaea, or data pointat for 
these tvo variables would fall exactly 
ou a straight liae, aa shoim in Figure 1, 



1 2 3 4 5 6 
Figure 1 
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In addition it would be possible to predict one variable from the otheri 
For ezaa^le, if we knew that a eoiintr>' he^ a score of 2 on variable X, we 
could predict accurately its score on variable Y (which in Figure 1 would 
also be 2). 

Figure 1 illustrates a perfect positive relationship between two 
variables. Negative relationships 
have the saae eharaoteriatics except 

that the slope of the line is negative f 6 t- 

i.e.f it slants in the opposite 



direction, or put another way, as 
one variable increases the other 
decreases. A perfect negative 
relationship is shown in Figure 2. 
Again the data points fall on a 
straight line and, knowing un 
individual's score on variable X, 
his score on Y oould be acciirately 
predicted. (Note that if we siisply 
reversed the order of the scores of 
one variable along one axis the sign 
of the relationship would be reversed.) 



6 - 
4 - 
3 

2 I- 
i 



1 2 3 4 5 6 7 
X 

Figure 2 



Perfect relationships are rare, and virtually non-existant in the 
social sciences I however, these two notions-^predictability and linearity-^ 
form the basis of two closely related and very iamortant tools of data 
analysis, sieasures of association (or correlation) and regression analysis. 

The purpose of regression analysis is to represent tbe relationship 
between two (or store) variables in the form of a linear equation which 
would allow us to predict the scores on the dependent (or Y) variable by 
knowing the scores on the independent (or X) variable, thus, in Figure 1, 
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wft could writt fin equation for the lin» on vhieh all dAtft |K>ti^ta» fall in 
the form Y • a 4> hX, in i^ieh a is the point at vhieh the line eroesea the 
Y axia and b ia the alepe of the line • fe eoold then ealenlate the value 
of Y aaeoeiated with the every value of Zm (in the ease of Figure 1, the 
equation ia Y - 1 .^i thua, when X » 4, the value ul Y ii 1 4' (•5) (4) 
or 3. You ahould aatiafy yourself that the equation holda for every other 
value of X«) 

Whenever a relationship it leia than perfect, i.e., when all tiie 
data points do not fall exactly on a straii^t line* we cannot predict 
eeorea with coaplete aceuraoy. le eoap hoveverr Bake a **beat eatimate** 
of these valuea by imowing the equation of the "heat fitting atrai|^t 
line** (teohnically, the ''leaat aquarea line,** or that lina at whieh the 
avm of the aquared deviationa tnm tiie line would he at a ainiana. ) Figure 
3 illuatrates a hypothetical soattergraa of data pointa with an eetioated 
least squax«s line irsm in. 




I J 1 i ,i I 
1 2 3 4 5 6 



Figure 3 



The regression equation for the best fitting straight line does 
not by itself tell us anything about the strength of the relationship 
between variables* Ueasures of association or correlation coefficients 
enable us to estimate this strength by measuring the amount of dispersion 
of the data points arotmd the best fitting straight line. At the aaaw 
time, these oeasures indicate the degree of accuracy with which one 
variable can be predicted from the other using the regression equation. 

Figure 4 illustrates correlations of varying strengths. 
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Uoderate 
PositiTe 
Correlaticm 



No 



Figort % 



Ic. 

Strons 

Corrtlation 



UoBt seMures of aasocifttion and eorrelation coefficient* have | 
definMe upper ^Ksd lower lixaite, repreaentiog perfect positive and 
negative relationahipa. A perfect positive correlation is given a value 
of 4^1.0, a perfect negative correlation -1.0. ▲ zero correlation indijcatea 
an absence of a relationshipf as shown in Figure 4b* The ooefficientsr 
varying between 4>1«0 and -i«0 are therefore interprctoblei the oloseij the 
coefficient approxijaates <*-1.0 or -1,0, the stronger the relationsfaipr jas 
the values approach zero (with either positive or negative signs) wealper 
relationships are indicated. 

j 

The best known of the correlational saasures is Pearson's produot- 
tooii^nt correlation coefficient, which is used by Outright in the assi(£ned 
article. In order to ixse this aeasure correctly, we sa&st assune that the 
variables we want to use are equal interval scales* In aggregate data 
aa&lysis we are likely to have such scales (for exao^tls, ®IF, j( literate, 
etc.), and the use of this coefficient is quite appropriate. In survey 
research this is less likely to be the ease and other measures of - 
association requiring only rank order scales are no re suitable* 

We can now interpret Table 1 in Outright* s article. This table 
contains a good deal of information, (l) The means and standard 
deviations for each variable will not be used in these e»3reisest but you 
should be aware that standard deviation is a GOiBD»n s^aeure of dispersion 
or measure of the degree of homogeniety of a saaae number of cases on a 
given variable. The greater the dispersion or spread of score around the 
means, the larger vUl be the standard deviation} conversely, if all cast> 
fall close to the sMian, the standard deviation will be soaller. Put 
another way, the larger the standard deviation the greater the hete^ro- 
geneity of the cases with respect to that variable. In Ebceroise 2 we 
used graphs to illustrate the distribution of cases i standard devij^tion 
i» a BUflsaary measure providing the sasie type of information. (2) The 
table tells us the degree of assoeiatii^ between each variable and political 
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developasnti and th»r«by coablet mm tQ eoa^are the variables from the 
stamipoijit of their value as predictors of political derelopaeiitt The 
correlaticMa between political development and agricultttml eaployasat 
is "m^b (aote that in geuerol the higher the level of agrioultural 
employnuent the lower the level of economic developiaent); hetveen political 
developaient and edueatioa the correlation is mO&i bstveen political 
development and urbanisation .64$ between political develo^sent and 
coBsainication the correlation is .SO. Of the four variables » coMunication 
is clearly the oost highly correlated with political developoent. (3) The 
table also tells us the degree of association among all the predicting 
variables. We see that coommication is correlated #71 with urbanization, 
•86 with educationi and -.78 with agricultore. Notice that although 
coQimmicatira is bij^Oy correlated with education (.85), the valuu of each 
variable as a predictor of political developasnt is very different 
(comnunication ,80, and education only .32). In other words, because two 
variables are highly correlated with each other it does sot follow that 
they are both equally correlated with a third variable. 

On the basis of this statistical analysis Outright adopt» th* 
ooaaDunications index as the bast predictor of iKilitieal developiaent. In 
Figure 1 of hie article he plots the relationships between eoaBBinications 
and political developaent as a scattergraa* This figua^ gives a graphic 
representation of where countries are located in three respects t their 
level of political development, their level of coosonications, and the 
direction of deviation between the expected level of political developnent 
and the actual level of political development. We sc^, for exa^le, that 
Mexico and Italy score about the saae on political develo|»aBnt, but Italy 
Bcores significantly higher on the cooHunications index. This aeans that 
political developoient and coBsainicstion are not associ ted to the seoe 
degree in both countries, and this difference is depicwed in the location 
of the two countries in relation to the regression line. Ifexieo is 
considerably above the line, while Italy is below the lane. This laeans 
that in view of its relatively low score on coammication, Ifexico would 
be expected to score low also on political development, but in fact its 
level of political development is higher than predicted! while Italy 
could be expected to score higher in political developotfnt than is in 
fact the ease. 

Although Outright adopts level of eosammications as the best 
predictor of democracy, he does not directly cooipare coiaainications with 
the econoiaic variable which seemed s^st highly associated with desracracy 
in our examination of Lipeet's article 1 per capita GNP. Following 
Outright* a general line of analysis, it is appropriate to ask how highly 
per capita GSiP ia correlated with democracy and to coo^are this variable 
with coimcnications as a predictor of democracy. Table 3.1 presents a 
matrix of correlations from which such a con^arison can be ouade. 
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Table Matrix otf Correlations of Political Developaeat, 

per Capitfit and Level of CoaBonieatiosa 







1 


2 


3 




S.D. 


1) 


(Si? per Capita 




.665 


.85*> 


soi.i 


490.2 


2) 


Political Development 


(70) 




.73» 




0.2 


3) 


CoBBsmicatiozia 


(70) 


(n) 




207.8 


35.^9 



Am in the laatrix of eorrelationi presented in Cutright*a article i numbera 
aliove the diagonal' are Fearaoa*a prodiust-moiaent correlationa aod those 
below the diagonal are the numl^r of cases lAioh ikm eorrolationa are 
based. 

Sources s 0ata on GS^ per Capita are frora Eossettt et al*, World Handbook 
of Political and Social ladicatore. Yale Uaiversity Press, 1964 j 
Scores on Cutri|^t*s Indices of Political Se^lopnont «id 
CosBmnioations were extracted from Figure 1 in his article, 
"National Politick Develops^nt.'* 

(l) What does Table 3.1 show about the relationships between 
coasiiUQicaticn, per capita GNP, jind political developa»nt ? 



To present store graphically the relationships between democracy and 
per capita fflCP, we can construct a sesttergrsm similar to itright*8. The 
data for such a scattergram are contained in fable 3.2. Lwijpiete Figure 
3,3 by plotting the location of countriea according to the relationship 
of their political development to per capita GNP. 
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Tabl« 3.2. Polities! aod Soeio-Sconoadc Indiefttort for 71 

Cutrif^t Foiitioftl 



Coimtry 


©iP par Capita 




DaTaloDWint 




SO 




42 




490 




S2 


.Australia 


1316 




66 


Austria 


670 




61 


Belgiusi 


1196 




88 


Bolivia 


W 




63 


Brazil 


293 




88 


Bulgaria 


335 




46 


BuTBia 


67 




48 


Caiabodia 


90 




36 


Canada 


1047 




66 


Cayl on 


129 




46 


Chila 


379 




66 


China 


73 




43 


Colonbia > 

J 


263 




/ 65 


Costa Eiea 


357 




66 


Cuba 


431 




56 


Cze c ho s 1 ovsUci a 


680 




48 


Cenmark 


1057 




60 


Doninican Bcpublie 


239 




40 


jt^uador 


189 




51 


El Salvador 


S19 




63 


Finland 


794 




56 


France 


943 




59 
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Tabl« 3«2« (CoaH.) 



Country 


per Capita 


Gexnaii Federal Itepublic 


927 


Greece 


340 


Guatesmla 


186 


Balti 


106 


Honduras 


194 


Hungary 


490 


Iceland 


572 


India 


73 


Indonesia 


131 


Iran 


108 


Iraq 




Ireland 


550 


Israel 


726 


Italy 


516 


Japan 


306 


Jordan 


129 


Korean Republic 




Laos 


60 


Iiebanon 


362 


LuxeiBbourg 


1388 


kialaya 


356 




262 


Netherlands 


836 


New Zealand 


1310 


Nicaragua 


160 



Catrii^t Political 
BeTelowBont Ijndox 

SI 
66 

42 
80 

^9 
69 
49 
47 
41 
44 
66 
62 
54 
54 
35 
40 
35 
48 
68 

41 
54 
67 

66 
57 
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Table 3,2« (Con't.) 

Cutrii^t Political 





GNP f^r Capi^ta 


0evelopjBei 


Norway 


1130 


60 




70 


36 


Panana 


320 


62 


Paraguay 


114 


4o 


Peru 


179 


64 


Ffailippinea 


220 


61 


Poland 


475 


46 


Portuigal 


224 


36 


Bumaaia 


360 


46 


Saudi Arabia 


170 


36 


Spain 


293 


36 


Sveden 


1380 


66 


Switzerlax&d 


1428 


66 


fhailand 


96 


40 


Turkey 


220 


60 


United Kingdom 


1180 


66 


United States 


2577 


66 


Uniguay 




62 


USSH 


600 


48 


Venezuela 


648 


60 


Vietnam Bepublic 


76 


42 


Yugoslavia 


265 


45 



Sources f Data on {SiF per Capita are from iUuaett, et^ al_*, World Haadbook 
SL I^litical and Social Indicators, Yal« Univorsity Press, 1964| 
seoreK oa Cutright's Indices are from Figure 1 of bis article, 
"National Political Development." 
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Figm 3.3. Balfttioiifihip of Politicftl OeTelopaeat ic CMP p«r Capittt 
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Draw th« IcMt squares line in Figore 3.3. 

(2) Cos^wine Figure 3.3 with Catright*a Figure 1, iiow ■neh 
ciffiilarity and diffei^nee is there in tbe location oX «ountriea liicn wc 
xiBft tim alternative variable*? 



(3) Iff as Cutrigbt allege*, level of comamieations is a better 
predictor of political development then more comaon laeaaures of econonic 
well-being, why is the oonBomicatione index not need more widely ? 



Coa^arative F^liticft Laboratory 

ASSICaQf&Ni: 4 
Thresholds of 0e«oeratic Develo|Nneat 



Assigna^nti 

Deane £• Neubauer, "Sooe Couditions of Deaocracy," APSB, Vol. LXI, 
No. 4 (December, 1967), pp. 1002f. 

In this article Neubsoer raises sevciral iipertant qaastions about 
the conelii«i(ms reached by Catright in his analysis of the relationship 
Iwtveea political and social-econoBie de-relopnentt diaonased in the previoiia 
exercise. Neubouer first questions Cutright*s index of political dewlop- 
ment; he then attenpts to show that with the use of a no re appropriate 
political index the alleged correlation betveen democracy end social-eeonOnio 
development does not hold in the form described by Cutri^t. 

Throughout the previous exercises we have enconntered various 
"indices'* of political developi^nt and desioeraey without, however, consider* 
ing directly how an index is constructed and used. Since one of Neubauer'a 
main criticisms concerns the use of a particular index, we should under- 
stand clearly how indices are enqployed. 

In data analysis we often have information about a series of 
different but interrelated variables. Outright, for example, oollectod 
data on I (l) the number of parties in the legislative branch of govemsentf 
(2) the percentage of seats in the legislature held by the smiority party 
or parties! and (3) the means of selection of the chief executive, for each 
eountiy in his san^le over a twenty-two year tim span. These variables, 
used individually, give us three separate indicators of thi^e different 
aspects of the governmental systems of the countries in the sample. At this 
level each indicator measures something different, and as such they are not 
interchangeable or equivalent. We could not, for exaa^le, use the number 
of parties in a political system to indicate directly the closeness of the 
coo^tition among parties*~>althou^ we might find in fact that the two 
phenomena are highly related. At a broader level, however, we might surmise, 
as Outright does, that all three indicators also measure a smre general 
dimension of the ^litical system-^its level of development—albeit each 
in a slightly different way. While any single variable might not be a 
satisfactory indicator of this broader dimension, some con&ination of t^e 
three into one overall measure might be Q»re adequate* For exao^ile, we 
might hesitate to say that a high level of eo^etition among parties 
indicates a high level of political developnmnt in a country if the chief 
executive is chosen by a military juntai or conversely, that popular 
election of the chief executive by itself insures high development when 
only one party has representation in the legislature. Talan together, 
however, both indicators may seem a more satisfactory measure of the actual 
development or degree of democracy of the system. 
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Thtre ftre a number of methods of T*ryiajj coa^lexity by wfaieh a 
aeries of variables can Ue eoabined into a aingla Maaiire* Hara «e will 
only l>e concerned with the si^lest of these sietboda—tlia index* This is 
essentially a atraightforwani aaaignaeai of an overall aoore to each ease 
on the basis of its score on each of the cojqpoxwnt wariahlas* Cutrii^tf 
for instance, givea one point for the prasenee of ai^ of the tbrae 
variables inelndeii in the index. Table 4*1 givea poaaibla eoabinationa 
of variables yielding different overall soorea for any one year on the 
Cutright index. 



Table 4.i« 



Constituents of Cutright *8 Index of Folitieal 
DevelopHei|;t 



Score 



Self-governing 
Farliaaent with 
2 or more parties 



II 

Self-governing 
Parlianent »ith 
at least 30$( 
minority repre- 
sentation 



III 

Popular election of 
ehief executive or 
selection of ehief 
executive 1^ self* 
H^veming Parliaawnt 
with at leaat 30J6 
minority representation 



3 
2 
2 

( 2 
1 

( 1 
i 



X 
X 
X 



X 

X 



X 

X ) 



X 



(Notice that the two coubinatioas enclosed by brackets in the above table 
are not really possible on Cutright *s index* since his second variable (30^ 
minority representation) is dependent upon the presence of at least two 
parties in the legislature (Variable l)). 

A variation of Cutright 'a procedure would be to assign different 
'^weights" to different vcuriablea. Since Cutright includes two items dealing 
with the legislature and only one referring to the executive branch of 
government, we might feel that the latter should be given additional weight 
in the combined score. I^nKtcratic selection of the chief executive might 
thus be given a weight of 2, yielding an index ranging from 0 to 4. Other 
weights, and/or the inclusion of additional variables, would provide other 
alternatives. 
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It should be noticed that the d«cition« nbont which T«rimbl«i to 
include and what weights to assign to particular variables are. left 
entirely to the analyst in constructing aa index. An index has no 
particular proptrtiea which the data mat s&tisfyi the only criteria for 
an acceptable index are a eoawm sense evaluation of the selection and 
weighting' of the Tari&bles included and the usefulness of the index for 
analysis of the problem at band, ^y the saiae token it rmist be r^ienbered 
that indices are esseiitially arbitrary measuring instrunents, and evaluation 
of the uses ef such devices mmt always take account of the theoretical and 
conceptual decisions which were aade in their construction. 

Turning now to Neubauer'e Index of Democratic Perfomancei 

(l) How is Neubauer*8 index eenstmoted t 



(2) What are the alleged advantages of Neubaaer's index compared to 

Outright ' s ? 



(3) How would you evaluate Neubauer's criticiss of Cutright's index 
of political developaent? 



You have now examined the definitions and indices used by three 
different scholars. Considering the work of these scholars and their 
criticisms of each other, how would you construct an index of democracy? 
In Table 4.2 list the variables you would include in sn index of democracy 
and indicate how you would weight end combine them to form the index* 
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Tslilt 4.2. Coniiitutntt of •& Index of Dmeraey 



Vttriablea 



Weights 



(4) Why did you construet your index in tits way you did? What 
advaatages do you find in your index con^ared to the indieee propoeed by 
Lipseti Cutrightf and Neubauer t 



Cutright find* that political devel0|ai»nt end •oeial'-eeonoad.e develop- 
loent are eorrelattdf that is, the tec variables vere found to Tsry together 
in a linear fom. Using his own politiesl index Neubaoer also finds that 
demooraey and social-eeonoaic development are related to eaish other— but not 
in a straight forward linear correlation. 

Actually, there are oany other possible kinds of relationships 
besides linear ones. Linearity assusies that as one variAble increases, 
the other variable al^o increases (or decreases in the ease of a negative 
relationship) by a constant SMunt across all values of the variables. Xn 
soiae cases, however, we sight hypothesize that the fom of the relationship 
between the two variables may be different for different value e of the 
variables, i.e., the slope of the line aay change at different points alox^ 
the variable continuum. For oxaai|ile, if we were considering the relation^ 
ship between political stability and the degree of democracy of political 
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dnweratio igratMs vnild also b» ■tatt* to tbt iattiimti«Bal.ia«d 
proflvdoMs ■r«ii«U.« to tbo oitieonxy for iaf looneiac poliogr* It nogr 
IM ia tho aiddlo roagoo of tl» e^tlsmsa of doaooraoyt alMro vogiata aro 
aoithor rofroaai^ aaimfl^ aor o|^ oaoai^ to oxaot cflapHaacat tluit tho 
groatoat iaatabUit^ oooori. Sooh a rolatiosaliip la ahmm la fi«ttro 4«1« 



StabUity 



0 



Low 



J..-1 I I I I « ' * I 



Low Bi^ 
Btaoorooy 



FifBTO 4«i 



Tho jNarooaU prodaot-aoM&t eorrtlatio&t whith asaoaoo linoarityi 
la not ado^uato to ataaiixo tho otrmictii of noli n«ft*liit«ar nlatlonaldpo. 
Tho otraight lino boot fittinf tht rolatioaohip in ftforo 4«i would nm 
parol lol to tho X aada with a slopo of soro, indioatiac oo rolatioaohip 
hoivooa tho wariahloo* Ohirlottilyi howoTor« a cnmrod lino would fit tho 
data pointo rosy woll ood, knowiaf tho option of aueh a lino, ^Uto 
aoourato prodiotion of ono wariablo froa tho otiior eould ho Mdo« Iteaouroo 
aro crailahlo to oaloalato non^linoar eorrolation oooffioioatoi althoui^ 
thoio will aot bo diaeuoood horoi ono ohould alwaya ktop in Bind tho 
poooihility of non-linoar rolatioaohipo in onalyaiaf data* Plotting Uio 
data pointo on a •oattorgraa eon giwo a good indieatioa of tho ohopo of a 
hiwariato (two rari^lo) diotribution and whothor tho aoouqptioa of 
linoarity and ^ uoo of linoar eomlatioa aoaauroo la appropriato* 

Noubaaor orgnoo that tho linoar eorrolation found by Outright 
botvooB hio political ond ooeial-oooBoaie Toriableo iooo not in foot 
doooribo tho rolatioaohip botwoon doaoorocy ttd..dorolopMat. 
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(6) Sow iiM NtulMiitr pmmmI Is rcfatinf (^tri|^t*c eoBelniionr 



rcfutAtioii of Cntfiriit f 



lBat««d 9f * llasar oorrclatiiui be^Ma desMraey and doTtlopaenty 
Neubauar finds & r«X*tioiitliip whieb Im o«1I» a "tbzviAold" |»fttt«ni« 

(7) Whmt domm Naubaiuir bmii by * ^ireshold? &»« do9« « thrftahold 
pfttt«ni dlffar froa • lintwr corralation f 



(8) On tiM bMis of Neub«usr*a fiadinga, bov abould tba ralation- 
ahip batvaaa denoeracy and d8Talo|Hwat b« daacribad t 
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(9) What additioiuil ■tadlci wimld you profwi* t«<-tz«Bi&« fortlicr 
ill* r«lfttioBuiliip 1»«t»««a d«a»erMy tad dmlopMnt eud^stcd. ^nbmrf 
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Longitudinal AsmLysis 

signed raadiug^ 

William FUnigan and Edwin Fogelman, "Patterns of Political Development 
and D^socratisation: A Quantitative Analysis** (excerpta included 
in this exercise) 

In this paper we propose to examine through the use of varied quantitative 
measures a central problem in political analysis: the relationships through time 
between socio«*economic variables on one hand and two basic political variables*-^ 
political development and democratization. Interest in such relationships is 
liardly novel. In this paper » however » we introduce measures and indices based 
on quantitative data which have not previously been used and which permit forms 
of analysis that could not otherwise be applied. The studies of Deutsche Russet, 
Lipset, Banks and Textor, and others have made plain the possibilities of com- 
parative quantitative analyses. AloKJSt without exception^ hcKirevery these studies 
are cross-scctlonal in focus rather than historical or longitudinal; that is, 
they employ data from the conteij^jorary period to make ccmparisons among units at 
a particular point-in-time. But although many Interesting problems can be 
investigated through croas-sectional analysis there are other significant 
probleipii that can only be studied through longitudinal or time-series analysis. 
It is this neglected area of longitudinal quantitative analysis that we shall 
explore in the present study. 

The dearth cf quantitative longitudinal studies dealing with such obviously 
dynamic problems as the patterns of political development and democratization has 
undoubtedly been due less to any question about the possible interest of such 
studies than Co the absence of useable relevant data. The data we shall use have 
all been collected by the Minnesota Political Data Archive. 

Our main purpose is to examine relationships through time between three 
socio-economic variafales-^urbanlEation, education, and economic developiaent-- 
and two* basic political variables-apolitical development and democratization. Ihc 
first problem is to find appropriate measureB for each of the political variables. 

Political Development ^ An Index of Governmental Publications 

Although the concept of political development is cooisnonplace eraong students 
of comparative politics, there is notable disagreement concerning both the meaning 
of the concept and the indices that are appropriate for meaiiuring levels of develo 
raent. It seems, however, that one important aspect of political development is 
the extent to which a government is able to adopt the vsrltd and complex policies 
chat are demanded in every modern community. This ability to adopt complex polici 
we may tertti ''administrative capacity." A basic premise in the analysis of 
political development is that not all political systems are equal in adminis- 
trative capacity; not all governments are equally able to adopt the complex 
policies that are demanded by influential participants. The administrative 
capacity of a political system depends on a number of conditions, including the 
introduction of appropriate institutional structures, the presence of trained 
and motivated personnel, and the availability of relevant information on which 
policy-decisions can be based. The first two of these conditions have been 
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discussed often by students of political development. A number of typologies 
h§ye been constructed baaed on the institutional characteristics of political 
systems at different levels of development. Although the institutional 
characteristics that are usually stressed in such typologits do not refer merely 
to the administrative capacity of a system, some of these characteristics have 
a direct connection with the relative ability of different systems to adopt complex 
policies. Hcwever^ from the standpoint of quantitative analysis a ftmdamental 
difficulty with such typologies is that the ipstitucional characteristics they 
emphasize are never measured quantitatively. It would be unwarranted to say that 

institutional characteristics cannot be measured quantitatively; but the fact 
remains that Ictading typologists show little inclination toward quantitative 
measurement • 

The most widely-used quantitative measures that bear on the administrative 
capacity of different political systiims concern government eosployment and govern- 
nient revenues and expenditures. Compilations of political data regularly include 
figures on the number of government employees as a percentage of population or as 
a p^arcentage of vork force, as well as figures on government revenues and 
expenditures as a percentage of GNP, or on the ratio of different types of govern- 
ment expenditures. We ourselves have collected considerable data of this kind 
in historical depth. The difficulty here, however, aside from very serious 
problems in finding such data over long periods of time, ia that the suitability 
of these aieasures as indications of adminiHtrative capacity in somewhat doubtful. 
Perhaps more elaborate measures of patterns of government employment and expendi- 
tures would yield mere satisfactory results. But more elaborate measures are not 
yet available, and cur own attempts to find the data for such measures have not 
been encouraging. 

In place of the familiar mtfasures of government employment, revenue , and 
ei^penditures we suggest an alternative indicator of admir^istrative capacity 
related to the availability within a political system of certain types ot 
information. Specifically, we propose an Index of Governmental Publications 
based on the volume and kinds of policy-relevant information that is published 
by the agencies of government . The underlying assumption is that the ability 
of a govern)pent to adopt complex policies is indicated by the volume and kinds of 
infomuition that the government collects and pubilsht^s. Three kinds of information 
were selected as a basils for constructing the Index: census information, reports 
on trade and commerce; and government statistics. The volume of these types of 
Inf Croatian that a government publishes through the years is taken as an indication 
of administrative capacity and a ci^easure of political development. 

In constructing the index we counted the number of serial cen,^ui4 reportt^, 
trade and commercjal reports, and statistical reports published by our 29 govetn- 
raents from 1800 to I960; the number of such serial publications in every decade 
was totaled as a score for each country in each decade. There are» however, 
certain limitations to the data. In the first place, the sources for these data 
should be the sovernmeni: publications themselves. Scores for each country should 
be co:nputed directly from the publications issued by governmental agencies. 
Unfortunately, our litnited resources s^de this procedure impossible. Instead, 
for the period 1800-1920 we counted the volume of serial governtriental publications 
held in all United States libraries as reported in List of Serial Publication 
Foreign Governments and for the period 1920-1960 we counted thf> volume of serial 
governmental publications held in selected British U>-^aries as reported in the 
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Loodou Bibliography of the Social Sciences , The use of these sources rather 
than the governmental publications themselves introduces certain biases into 
the data, although^ he extent of these biases is uncertain. Probably the 
publications of nc^it-^Wes tern /governments are underestimated, but more generally 
we cannot be sure that the volume of publications for any country is completely 
accurate. For this reason fehe index presented here is less reliable than we 
would like- We emphasize, however, that the sources of data for a tsKjre reliable 
index are accessible* With more time and funds the relevant government publi- 
cations can be examined directly, and a highly reliable index can certainly be 
constructed, ^ 

In the second place, the fact that data for the index were obtained from 
two separate sources posed the problem of ccxajbining the data into a single 
measure despite discrepancies in the figures t«f|>orted in the two sources. To 
solve this difficulty we obtained raw scores S&t^ two overlapping decades (1910*- 
1929) and on the basis of this overlap we fitted the more recent data from the 
London Bibliography to the trend established from our main source. Serial 
Publications - A conversion ratio for each country was obtained by comparing 
the two scores for the overlapping decades, and this ratio was used to extrapolate 
scores from 1930 to 1950. 

In the third place, we limited ourselves only to serial governmental 
publications rather than total governmental publications, and we allowed a 
maximum score of 10 for each serial publication in each decade even when the 
number of publication?? in the series was higher. Moreover, we took no account 
of differences In the size of publications in particular series; a seriSes of 
pamphlets was counted equally with a series of voluminous tomes. One rei^ult of 
these decisions is to depress the score for the more developed countries. Again, 
direct perusal of the relevant publications would enable us to construct a more 
sensitive and reliable index than has in fact been possible. 

No extensive validation of this index was undertaken, but we do have 
governmental non-military employment data for the United Kingdoia and the United 
States over most of the one hundred and sixty years. To the same degree the 
proportion of the population in civilian government employment indicates the 
extent of development, and we would expect a high correlation with the Index of 
Governmental Publications as another indicator of political development* In 
this instance we find a simple correlation coefficient of .95 in each country, 
which gives as much support for the index as we could hope for at the present time. 



^Scores for the United States were obtained by going directly to the 
Department of Coramerce Index of Publications and counting exhaustively the number 
of relevant publications • None of our sources contained enough listingn for 
Lebanon to compute an index • From 1900-1929 the Philippines was scored from the 
Catalogue of the Library of Congress » since publications for the Philippines 
were not listed in Serial Publications . 
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Adequate valldatiofi depends on better independent Indlcatora than government 
employment- -Indicators we lack at this time* 

For present purposes all our countries have been grouped into four 
categories on the basis of their scores on the Index of Govenuaental Publications. 
Summary scores from 0 to 3 were assigned on the following basis: 

Score Range on the Index of Governmental Publications 
3 1-50 
2 51-150 
1 151-250 
0 251 and over 

^hanges in political development based on these sussnary scores are presented 
Table I. (All Tables are included at the end of the paper.) 



The distributions shown in Table 1 reveal four distinct patterns of change 
ir. political development. 

Pattern A: One set of countries achieves an early high level of political develop*^ 
ment. These countries Include Canada, UK, US France, Italy , USSR, and Spain. 
All maintain the highest level of development for at least four decades. With 
two exceptions they show an early and gradual increase in political development* 
In the case of Italy the pattern of development is somewhat uneven; the pattern 
for the USSR is both more abrupt as well as obviously uneven In the decades of 
the revolutions and World Var II. 

Pattern B: A second set of countries attains a high level of development in the 
tnld-20th century. These countries include India, Japan, and Switzerland. All 
have moderately high levels of development throughout the 20th century, but they 
reach the highest level only after World War II- 

Pattern C: A third set of countries maintains a moderate level of development 
for a prolonged period;, but they do not sustain the highest level of development. 
These countries include Argentina, Austria, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Czechoslovakia, 
Egypt, Germany, Hungary » Indonesia, Mexico, Portugal and South Africa. With 
three exceptions, the trend of development is smooth. Austria, Germany and 
Hungary reveal uneven fluctuations in development associated with major political 
disruptions , 

Pattern D: A fourth set of countries remains at a low level of political 
development with at most moderate increase in the mid-20th century. These 
countries include Burma, Lebanon, Nigeria, Philippines, Thailand, and Turkey. 

Although there are important problems in generalizing the Index of Govern- 
mental Publications as a measure of political development, the Index seems to us 
to have sufficient face validity to warrant its use in examining relationships 
between political development, democratization, and socio-economic variables. 
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Aa Index of Democr&tisatlon 

Like political development, the concept of democratization baa been defined 
in different ways by different scholars. But despite the variety of definitions 
students of democracy tend to emphasize four basic characteristics as distinctive 
features of des^cratic political systems* These distinguishing characteriatics 
are electoral or parliaamntary successions political cottipetitiont popular 
electoral participation, and absence of suppression* If measures could be 
devised for each of these characteristics an Index of Des^cratination could 
be constructed based on combinations of the four basic measures* In this 
section we shall introduce such an index and apply it to our 29 countries* 

Democratic Succession 

Utie practices throu^ which political leaders succeed to the principal 
executive offices are a major aspect of wmty political system*- To describe 
these practices, however, is not always easy, if only because there may be 
significant divergence between the formal practices and the actual practices of 
succession. In describing the processoa of succession that are characteristic 
of democratic systems we found it useful to identify a irao^er of different 
combinations of formal and actual practices of succession that can prevail in any 
political system. This variety of formal and actual practices can be described as 
follows: 



formal practices 

electoral or parliamentary: selection 
of chief executive official through 
a general election or through investi**- 
ture by a legislature 



parliamentary monarchy: selection 

through appointment by a monarch with 
legislative approval 
institutional support: selection of 
the chief executive official by a 
specific group or organizatlont such 
as a party, military, or religious 
organization 
monarchy: selection through inheritance 
colonial: selection by a colonial power 
no formal practice established: 
interim period in which there has 
been as yet no formalization of the 
process of succession 



actual practices 
electoral or parliamentary 



managed electoral or parliamentary: 
manipulation of electoral or 
parliamentary procedures through 
varied types of pressure, bribery, etc* 

parliamentary monarchy 



institutional support: including, in 
addition to selection by a party, 
military, or religious organization, 
succession as a result of popular 
uprising and other forms of usurpation 

monarchy 

colonial 

foreign imposition 
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On the basis o£ this general typology o£ practices of euccecsiaa; we constructed 
a susmary measure £er deiaocratic succession to the chief executive offices in 
terms of the following code: 

Index of D^aocratic Succession 

0 democratic: formal succession through elections or parliamentary 

investiture and actual succession through elections or 
parliamentary investiture 

1 semi-democratic: formal succession through elections or parllsmentary 

investiture and actual succession throu^ manipulation. 
Institutional support, or other non-electoral practices 

2 non-democratic: formal succession through noo*electoral practices and 

actual succession through lusn-electoral practices ^ 

The use of this measure Involves certain difficulties and has a number of impli- 
cations in assessing a system as doi^cratic. To begin with, identification of 
the chief executive official is itself smoetimes a matter of judgment. When 
alternative choices «ere p&ssible we selected the official or officials who seemed 
to us to occupy the most critical role in the making of policy* Secondly, 
decisions as to which practices are actually prevalent in a system can also 
be controversial. Especially in instances of institutional support or managed 
elections it is not always easy to identify the actual i^ans of succession. 
Thirdly, the measure discriminates against systems that are formally de«»cratic 
but in which actuail.|mc cess ion occurs through controlled elections or manipulated 
parliamentary procedures. In this respect the measure is biased against democratic 
scores. Moreover, this bias is reinforced by our decision to count the worst 
score for the decade, in other words, our scoring reflects the failure of 
dea«jcratic succession in a country rather than the typical patterns of succession 
in that country, / 

Scores on democratic succession for the 29 countries are shown in Table 2.. 
When a decade passes with no instance of succession, the practice of the previous 
decade is continued, 

Ctmpetition 

The second measure comprised within our overall Index of Democratization 
is a measure of political competition. There are many different ways in which 
political competition can be defined, described, and measured, but in a broad 
comparative and historical perspective only aomt rather simple measures seem 
fea8ible--fit least for the time being. Our measure of political ccc^etltion is 
based on two characteristics of the system: the presence in the system of legal 
opposition parties, and the presence of opposition in a regular important elected 
legislature. Countries are scored In terms of the combination of these 
characteristics that are present in any decade, as folios: 



Index of Political Compatttton 



0. preaence of legal oppositioa parties and opposition in a regular 
is^rtant elected legisiature 

1. presence of either legal opposition parties or opposition in a regular 
io^ortant elected legislature 

2. preaenee^ of nri*thftr feature _ , _.. 

LiMe the measure of deaocratic suceeasi&n, the use of this measure of political 
competition has certain iispUcatlons thar should be noticed, m the first place, 
the presence of opposition parties is treated rather fonaally. A »V«ety" is 
regarded aa any group that identifies itself as such, and the presence ef an 
opposition party is cmsldered as a matter of legal status without regard to hov 
effective the opposition party nay be as a political organiahtlon. Saci^ly. 
IdeQ^ificatlott of a regular important elected legislature i^lves some contro- 
versial setters of judgment. ^ •*regular" we mean that the ^gisUture has not 
been convened only for a single or limited number of sessions ai^ that it has 
not been disrupted during the decade; by **importent" we mean that the legislsture 
either selects the ctu,e£ executive or plays a major role in policy-making; by 
elected * we mean that menders of the le^slature are selected by some broad 
electorate. The existence of these conditions is obviously in many cases a matter 
of jud@xffint, e<ipecially in regard to whether or not a legialature should be " 
regarded as "important"; Thirdly, at least in part the e^aure of \pelitlcal 
competition was intended to discriminate between modem democratic itnd modem 
totalitarian systems, snd it does serve this purpose well enmigh. However, it 
eppears rather indiscrimioate for developing s]rstems in both the 19th and 20th 
centuries. The Bwasure seems too generous in scaring systems which quite early 
in their development contain both forms of opposition —party opposition and 
legislative opposition. It appears that highly undeveloped traditional regimes 
and highly developed totalitarian regimes are most likely to suppress opposition; 
all other regimes are li^^ly to penait at least token opposition. 

Scores on political competition for the 29 countries aye presented in Table 3, 
Popular Electoral Participatioa 

A third characteristic of democratic systems is widespread popular 
participation in the electoral process. Actually, mass electoral participation 
is also characteristic of developed systems, as contrasted with democratic systems, 
so that in itself popular participation is no indicator of deoocrady. To construct 
an Index of Democratization a measure of electoral participation must be combined 
with the other measures we have been describing. 

To measure electoral participation we have recorded the type of suffrage 
prevalent in each decade in national elections for the legislsture or the 
presidency, whichever elections ware most iapertantT.n the selection of the chief 
executive official. These types of suffrage were scored as follows: 

0. national elections with universsl suffrage Xinc lading universal male 
suffrage as wall as minor suffrage requirements such as residence) 

1. national elections with moderate restrictions on suffrage 

2. national elections with severe restrictions on suffrage 

3. no elections 
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0bvlou8Xy«the dlttinctiom beMen 'Wderattt" and "MV«e" reitric|:ioas on 
suffrage^^^in part a mattes o£ Ju<ig0&nt« Itoraoverg the oeasure aa a i^le 
refers ta the effects of foraal suffrage requirementi rather than actual electoral 
participation* No doubt there would have been advantages in using turnout as 
the indicator of electoral participation* Bukt turnout data are extreaaely dif ficul 
to obtain for many countries. Soiae of the variati^^n in scores for indivi&ial 
j^ouotries probably ei^aggsrates fluctuation in actual participation^ since the 
scores reflect an easiti^ and tightening ef suffrage requir^wnts which may have 
had relatively slight ia^act on tun»ut in the 8l»rt run. 



Scores on pppular partl>cipation for the 29 countries are presented in Table 4« 



The fourth characteristic of doaocratic systems is the absence of suppression 
directed against individuals « grm&ps^ or organisations that participate in the 
political process* To indicate the extent ef suppression in a syst^ ira have 
scored instances of suppressive acts in terms of both the degree of coercion and 
the seXamtiri^ of the acts, lie assigned scares on the following basis: 

Index of Political Suppression 

0.- no significant political suppression (may include the outlawing of a 

minor extremist party or media censorship) 
l« selective coercive suppression (including individual and group arrests 

or executions as well as coercive sM^asures against parties or other 

organisations) 

2, widespread electoral suppression (applied to widespread coercion 
practiced durii^ an elecr^.on period against opposition individuals, 
groups, and organisations) 

3. general repression (including colonial regimes, generally autocratic 
regimes, and foreigh occupation) 

4, civil war conditions 

5. severe suppression (applied to police<-state and totalitarian regls^s) 

Since all regimes attes^it to maintain order w have not conaidered govenmiental 
responses to riots or uprisings as instances of suppression; rather,^ we have tried 
to record more general suppressive practices* lie have coded the vsoBt suppressive 
acta for each decade, so the measure is biased toward suppressive scores* Again, 
therefore, our measure reflects the failures of doMcratic syst^as rather than 
their typical patterns • Several types of suppression are omitted in our measure. 
Us have not recorded acts of suppression by local governmental units when such 
acts were obviously distinct frm the national unit; nor have we recorded acts of 
suppression carried out by nonrgovensimntal organizations, although suppressive 
acts of this kind could be extremely significant tmder certain circumstances* 

Scores on political suppression for the 29 countries are presented in Table 5* 

To construct a general Index of Dc^cratisation we combined the four cusasures 
of dimiocratlc succession, political competition, popular participation, and 
political suppression into a single comprehensive measure* Scores were assigned 
to each country £or every decade in terms of the following eigbt-^point rankings: 




Absence of Suppression 
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Index o£ INssMcratlsatlon 



0, Succession » 
Cooq^etltioti 9> 

Participation* 
Suppression « 
1« Succession » 



Cwpetition » 
Participation^ 
Suppression « 

2. Succession » 
Cocipetitlon » 
Participation" 
Suppression « 

3. Succession ■ 
Competition » 
Participation* 
Suppression ■ 

4. Succession * 
Coi&petition 
Participation* 
Suppression - 

S • Succession * 
Competition » 

Participat ra* 
Suppression » 
6« Succession » 
or 

Participations 
or 

Competition 



formal and actual succession through elections or 
parXi^iientary investiture 

presence o£ leg^ opposition parties and opposition 



legi 

>rtant elected legislature 
elections with universal suffrage 
!£lcmt political suppression 
electoral, parliamentary or parlias^ntary 
^ actual succession tsanaged or iiMtitutional 



in a re 
natibsna 
no si 
iormaX 
.monarc 
support 

Same as for ^K)" 

Any national election 

no widespread electoral suppression or worse 
Ssssm as for "1" 
S^ae as for 
Same as for ^1" 

general repression or worse 
Same as for '*1'* 

(^position in regular elected legislature 
Same as for "1" 
Same as for "2" 
Same as for "1" 

Opposition in any elected legislature 
Same as for ^'1" 
Same as for "2" 

Legitimate succession including colonial and monarchical 
Opposition in any elected legislatiure or legal opposition 
party 

Same as for "1" 
Same as for "2" 
Same as for "1" 

Same as for 



D Same as for '^5" 



7m All other combinations 

The combination of four measure s**ccMnpetition« participation^ suppressions 
and democratic succession — yields the scores on democratization shown in Table 6« 

Inspection of Table 6 reveals four patterns of deixu>cratization. 

f 

Pattern I: One set of countries remains consistently d^oocratic virtually without 
interruption through the entire period • These countries are Canada^ Switzerland , 
United Kingdom^ and United States. The major departure from a consistently 
democratic pattern occurs in the United States during the decade of the Civil 
War. This results frcnn the high suppression score for civil war conditions under 
our coding* The fact that only four countries are consistently democratic reflects 
the severity of our Index of Democratization. The requirements for political 
competition, including legal opposition parties and opposition in a regular 
important elected legislature are sufficiently demanding to exclude most countries 
even during otherwise democratic decades. 
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Pattern XX: A second set of countrief ccsaini modecetely donocratic f«r « nunber 
o£ decades but never sustains a cansistently daoocratic regitts. these countries 
include Argentina, Oiile, France, Germanyc Hungary, and Xtaly. All reveal toise 
uneveuness in patterns o£ democratization. With the exception of Chile all have 
undergone one or more decades of hi^ly undemocratic disruptions during their 
developront. « 

Pattern III: A third set of countries is predcoixi^tXy Wn-^ien»critic hu 

some interludes of at least moderate draacraey, T^se countries ioclnde Austria, 

Brazil, Col«abia, Casechoslovakia, Mexico, Portugal, and Spain, Despite cansider- 

able variation in specific patterns of deaocratlsatlon aoong thase countries, 

all revert to highly undea^cratlc regimes follonfing their moat democratic interludes. 

Pattern IV: A fourth set of countries remains consistently undaaocratic through- 
out the entire period. These countries are Busma, Egypt, India* Xndonasia, Japan, 
Lebanon, Nigeria, Ffailippines, South Anfrlca, Thailand, lUrkey, end JSSSBl. the 
major departure from the consistently uf^esaocratic pattern occurs follcwing 
World War II, when India, Japan, XiObanon, the Philippines, and Itarkay achieve 
re'^atively democratic regis^s. Within the generally tmdemocratie pattern three 
types of regimes can be dislinguished: colonial ragisies (Burma, EfiDrpt, India, 
Indonesia, Lebanon, Nigeria, Philippines— for varying periods of tine) ; traditional 
authoritarian regimes (Egypt, Japan, Lebanon, Thailand, Turkey, Buasia, and South 
Africa— again for varying periods); and a modem totalitarian regime (USSB). 

Ki JSh doubt exception can be taken to the specific scores for democratisation 
assigned to particular countries in vari«ms decades. In part such disagreeomnta 
may reflect differences in judg^nt and interpretation. Beyotui differences of 
Judgment, however, our code does contain some implicit llmltatlens. Scoring 
under the coda Ignores abortive attempts' to establish democratic regimes (as in 
Russia in 1917 or during the European revolutions ^ 1848) as veil as short- 
lived democratic regimes during a decade of severe suppression or undemocratic 
suppression (as In Japan in the 1920*8). At the same time, other scores may 
exaggerate the extent of democratization through our ef£ort to record periods 
of experience vltn isome democratic institutions and practices under otherwise 
undemocratic conditions (as £n Brazil and Itexlco during tim early decades). 
These Implicit bl^es certainly affect our patterns of democratization to Bcm& 
degree, but whal^er the effects may be the general acceptability of the findings 
depends at this stage on face validity. 

Social and Economic Variables 

Since our main purpose Is to examine relationships between political 
variables and socio-economic variables we must now describe briefly the social 
and economic measures we propose to use In the analysis: urbanisations education, 
and agricultural employment. 

Orbanizatlon 

The simplest of the three measures is urbanisation, which is defined 
as the proportion of the population in cities over 100,000. Population estimates 
are generally available for all 29 countries throu^out the entire period of our 
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Study. During aarller periods ^ when the accuracy of population e^ytfktes is 
roost questionable, considerable variation in urbanization figures 9- quite 
tolerable, since the proportion of population in cities over 100, OCW is so small 
that large changes in proportions would not influence the overall trend • 

The selection of 100,000 as a basis for estimating the population in 
urban areas was arbitrary, dictated by the greater availability of worldwide 
data on cities over 100,000 in several almanacs and yearbooks. For a»st 
countries our data extend back in time to 1800 or to a point where the unit has 
no cities over 100,000, However, there are several characteristics of the 
measure that should be noted. In countries with a small population, the growth 
of any city over the 100,000 mark causes the measure to Jump marked ly»-- the trend 
appears more jagged than the actual overall growth of the urban areas warrants. 
In countries with large populations this is no problem. There is also a 
difficulty in establishing comparability among units because of uncertainty in 
some data as to whether population figures for cities include the entire urban 
area or merely the central city. 

Agricultural Emp lo>nnent 

Agricultural employment is measured by the proportion of the labor force 
engaged in agriculture. Unfortunately, this measure appears to be subject to 
some error, particularly in the early periods. During preindustrial and pre- 
eonunerclal periods estimates of the proportion of a country *s labor force 
employed in various ways may be quite inaccurate. More accurate estimates 
generally are available only when industrialization is underway. Not only are 
estimates of the labor force in. agriculture subject to error but estimates of 
the total labor force are also open to question* Moreover, the reported estimates 
are not always strictly comparable either within a country or between countries , 
since practices change In estimating the labor force, particularly with respect 
lo including women, counting rural populations, or counting all males as opposed 
only to employed males. Nevertheless, this measure remains the best single 
indicator we have of economic development for all our units over the whole time 
pcriuJ, 

Education 

Our mtasure of education consists of the number of children in primary 
education a proportion of total population. This rather curious way ol 
measuring the level of education in a country is used because of its sensitivity 
during early periods ot development. However, it is not as appropriate for m^re 
developed countries. In early periods the measure accurately reflects the low 
level of investment in education as well as the gradual increase in this invest- 
ment. But later, as the age distribution of the population shifts, it also 
responds to^the proportional decline of primary school students in the entire 
populati )n. The accuracy of estimates on primary education is probably fairly 



•^We are working on the possibility of converting a country's score from 
the primary education index to an index incorporating higher education data as 
the country reaches an advanced stage of development* 
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good once b govenuatnt &«glnc reporting «tieh iofomation, Howtvac, tlwre ara 

problems wltb coa^firablllty tt<m one unit to the next* especially aince oon- 
govenmintal schools may be lacluded or e^sclucied Iti various patterns. 

Political Developgieat and Patterns of Pei^cratigation 

Having introduced pur princijial B^as^ires.itnd iiidicefi we can nott^^ consider 
801^ re lationsiii^;^ between the political variables theoselvea and also between 
political variables on one hand and socio-econt^iic variables on the other... 

Figure 9 shows the average of each Social and ecomxnic characteristic for 
all countries grouped according to pattern of deoocratization. 

If wa turn naw to deaaocratizatlon \m find that countries i^tb different 
patterns o£ democratization over the last 160 years have quite distinct social 
and econ(^ic characteristics for the saae period. As Figure 9 si^a, consist 
tently democratic countries have smaller proportions of their labor forces in 
agriculture t are more urbanized » and have higher proportions of the population 
In elesaentary schools. The consistently undemcratic countries show the 
opposite tendency, with high levels of employii^nt in agriculture throughout« 
relatively little urbanization until quite recently, and lov levels of education 
until the last two decades. On all three variables the iQpderately democratic 
patterns (Group XX) fall clearly between the consistently democratic countries 
and the predominantly undemocratic. 



Figwrt 9. Index of DcaocrfttiMtitm and 
Social aad ^coaomLc Vft£i«blca. 
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inappropriate. 
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Table S. Index of Poittieiil Stt|}pr«ition 
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Blank spaces indicate that the unit was not in exiatence or was otherwise 
inappropriate. 
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inappropriate. 
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All the exercises so far havs exaoiaed relationships between desocracy and 
developoeiit in a static pers|>ective, 19ie usidesrlyiag assumption has been that 
danocracy depends on the presence at a given period of time of certain favorable 
social-economic conditions. But aithou^ such static or cross-sectional analysis 
throws important light on the problem of the conditions of effective deiaocracy, 
some is^ortant aspects of the problem can only be studied through dynamie or 
\ longitudinal snalysis. For example, insofar as sta1>le democracy depends not simply 
on the presence of certain levels of develofHoent but on the sequence in which 
particular levels are reached, this temporal sequence can only be discovered through 
longitudinal or time-series analysis. 

Quantitative longitudinal analysis over extended time-periods is uncoioausn in 
political science, partly because relevant data are scarce. In this exercise we will 
examine a paper which presents a preliminary analysis of patterns of political 
development and democratization during the period 180Q-1960. 

What are the measures of political development and democratization used by Flanigan 
and Fogelman? How do these measures differ from those of Upset, Cutright, and 
Neubauer? Itow convincing Is the distinction between political development and 
democratization in light of Neubauer 's comments on this point ?^ 



How are scores determined for the 29 countries on the measures of political devel- 
opment and democratization? Can the scoring procedures be checked? 



On the basis of the scores in Tables 1 and 6 of their paper, Flanigan and Fogelman 
identify four patterns of political development and four patterns of democratization. 
How are these patterns determined? Do you agree with, this c iassif icatior of countries 
into four patterns? What alternative classifications would you suggest? 
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BAviog identified different patterns of d^cratisfttlon, tbe sutfaesrs exsnine 
a number of relationthipe between deiQocratisatilaii and social and acoooaiic change. 
In Figure 9 of their paper they show the relatlionship between democratisation and 
three social and econoiaic variables: agricultural eiaployroeiit, urbanisationf and 
eleaentary education. 

i 
i 

How ifi each of tbese vsrlables defined in tbe jpitper? What criticisms can you 

suggest of these definitions? 



llhat does Figure 9 show about the relationships between democrat ization and 
patterns of change in the three social and economic variables? What limitations 
arise from the authors' use of averages in this figure? What additional measures 
could be used in further describing these re lationships ? 



How do the kinds of findings derived from Figure 9^ based on longitudinal data, 
differ fr<OT the findings in previous exercises based on cross-sectional data? 



An interesting type of analysis using longitudinal data is the investigation of 
sequences of change. The basic assumption is that when and in what order certain 
changes occur, or the t^nporal relationships of social and political changes, are 
as significant as how much change occurs, or simply the magnitude of changes. For 
our present purposes it is Interesting to ask what are the sequences of social and 
economic changes associated with varying patterns of democratization* We may find 
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that taore and leas aucceaaful denocraclea bacoiM induatrlaXlseda urbaaiaed^ and 
politically davalo|iad in diatinctiva tra{H»ral pattama^ io that we can identify 
a aequeace of chaiigea asaociated vith each gTOup of countrlea. Data. for eyamialng 
this problem are contained in Table 5.1« Hie definitions of the v^ffiables in 
Table 5«1 are the Bsasm aa those used in the Flanigan-^Fogelman paper* 

Using the data in Table 5.1» complete Figure 5.2 by indicating in the appro- 
priate column the decade during i^hich each country becoo^a indue trialiased, urbanized » - 
and politically developed as defined in the Figure. Vbere the dfpade aec^ to be 
earlier than the first listed date^ put a minus sign in front of the date and liat the 
date in the column (i.e, *1390)« 

Looking at Figure 5.2, what temporal relationshlpa aouing the variablea Included 

in the Figure might be interesting to investigate? 



Looking at the time of industrialisation and ui^banlssatlon in the t%70 groups of 
countries. It appears that there is some difference in the sequence in vhlch these 
changes occur. One such difference 1^ described In Figure 5, 3, In Figure 5.3 we can 
test to what extent in demociatic countries industrialization precedes urbanization. 
The specific hypothesis is that consistently democratic countries become industrialized 
at least three decades before they become urbanized. Complete Figure 5.3 by indicating 
the appropriate number of countries in each cell of the two-^by-two table* The top row 
refers to countries grouped as Pattern I; the bottom row refers to countries grotiped 
as Pattern II. The first column refers to countries which become urbanized at least 
three decades after they become industrialized; the second column refers to countries 
In which this temporal sequence does not occur. 

Figure 5,3. Sequences of Industrialization and Urbanization in Consistently 

and Moderately Democratic Countries 

Absence of 
Urbanization industrialization 
at least three at least three 
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industrialization urbanization 
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Table 5,1 Political, tocial, &ni ecoaomic cbsngeB In 10 couotrles, 1800-1950 (see note). 
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Note: Numbers for urbanization and agricultural employment are percentages as defined 
in the Flanlgan-Fogelmen paper. Scores for democratization and government 
publications are taken from Tables 1 and 6 of the paper. All data have been 
collected by the Minnesota Political Data Archive. 
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Figure 5.2. Tines of Industrialisation, Urbanieatlon, Political Davelofcant and 
Democraelsatlon of Consiatantly and Modarately D^tocratlc Countries 
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What does Figure 5»3 Indicate concerning the temporal sequence of industrialisation 
and urbanization in relation to successful democracy? VRiat limitations in the data 
and the analysis might affect* the validity of these findings? 



Another sequential relationship si^gested by the data in Table 5*2 is between 
democratization and political develo|H£^nt« A general observation sei^s to be that 
democracy precedes development* Specifically, it appears that consistently deiMcra- 
tic countries become democratic at least seven decades before they become developed. 
This relationship is examined in Figure 5,4, Complete Figure 5,4 in the same way as 
Figure 5.3, with the first colimm referring to^ountries which become politically de- 
veloped at least seven decades after they beccnae democratic according to the definitions 
in Table 5.1. 



Figure 5.4. Sequences of Democratization and Political Development in 

Consistently and Moderately Democratic Countries 
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Wliat does Figure indicate concerning the temporal sequence of democratization 
and urbaniz:jt ion in relation to successful democracy? \4\\at limitations in the 
data aiui the analysis might afiect the validity of these findings? 
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Whac additional kinds of atmlysis can you suggest utilizing the data piresented In 
Figure 5.1? 
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EXERCISEf^ 

An Introduction to Cross-National Survey Research 



Assigned Reading: 

Survey Research Center, '•Surveys, Samples, and Coding," in E. Dreyer and 

W. Rosenbautn (eds.)» Political Opinion and Electoral Behavior (Belmont, 

Calif.: Wadsworth, 1966), pp. bl-bl . 
Myron Welner, ^'Political Interviewing'* and Frank Bonllla, "Survey Technique 

in Robert Ward (ed.). Studying ^oliticg Abroad (Boston: Little, Brown, 

1964) . 

G. Almond and S. Verba, The Civic Culture (Princeton: Princeton Univ. Press 
1963), Appendices A, B, C. ^ 

So far we have examined two general kinds of conditions that are associ- 
ated with effective democracy: levels of social and economic development; and 
patterns or sequences of developments through tine* Now we turn to another 
kind of condition--prevailing political attitudes. The general hypothesis hei: » 
is that democratic systems are related to certain widely shared favorable pr»*- 
Utical attitudes, termed by Almond and Verba a "Civic Culture. 

In turning attention from social and economic conditions to attitudes we 
encounter a new set of methodological problems. Social and economic conditions 
are measured by various kinds of aggregate data collected by government, unl<- 
verslty, and private researchers. But until recent decades no methods existed 
for systematic measurement of attitudes, so that discussions of attitudes were 
unavoidably impressionistic. Within the last twenty years, however, major new 
methods have been introduced that make it possible to measure attitudes sys- 
cematically The method we shall emphasis^ for present purposes is the sample 
survey . 

With a few notable excepoiions, surveys have been conducted mainly within 
single natio ns rather than across several nations. The data we shall use in 
these exercises are taken from Almond and Verbals pioneering cross-national 
survey of five nations reported in The Civic Culture . Actually, the applica- 
tion of survey research on i cross-national basis raises a number of special 
difficulties beyond those connected with surveys within single nations . Some 
of these difficulties are discussed in the chapters of Ward^s book. 

1) What are the dif 1 orenL b;i*?es upon which s.imples are drawn in conduct- 
ing .1 survey?__ . • 



^1 



2) How |i^*re the samples in thm Almond-Verba survey selectad? Are the 
sAiopl^^ comparable in all five countries? . 



^ 3) What effects snight the variations in sampli^s within the different 
countries be expected to ha\fe on the findings? 



4) What major distinctive problems arise in conducting cross-national 
surv^ays in contrast to surveys within a single nation? 
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5) To what extent do the selection of saoples and the interview schedule 
in the Almond-Verba study reflect awareness of these difficulties? 
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EXERCISE 7 



About Data Processing and the Interpretation cf Tables 
Assigned Reading: 

K. Janda, Data Processinjz (Evanston: Northwestern Univ. Press, 1965). 
Visit to data processing facilities. 

To complete the next exercises you will make use of some gimple if ta 
processing ec^lpment for sorting and counting the responses punched on your 
deck of IBM cards. The use of punch-cards and data processing equlpis^nt makes 
it possible to manipulate large quantities of data very rapidly. For this 
reason such equipment has becoa^ widely used in social science research. As 
part of this week's assignn^nt you will visit the data processing center and 
learn to operate the equipment you need. 

In the following exercises you will calculate percentages and enter the 
figures in the empty tables provided. At that point you will face the prob- 
lem of describing or "talking atiout" the presentation of data. And since the 
correct presentation of data in tables and appropriate description are fre- 
quently difficult for students unfamiliar with quantitative analysis, we will 
discuss several examples of tables and description of the Information con- 
tained in them. Basically we imist express quantitative data in the tables 
and translate the data into verbal statements* First , we will discuss the 
correct form of table construction and second , we will take up the appropri- 
ate verbal statements for interpreting tables. In subsequent exercises many 
of the characteristics of the tables v^^l be determined for you, but you will 
constantly have to interpret data in tables and make statements about the 
meaning of the data and the relationships they represent . 

The table below is one which you will encounter in slightly different 
form later on in Exercise 9. Here it will be used to introduce you to the 
proper presentation and interpretation of dnta in percentage tables . 
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Table 9. 2. --The Distribution of Democratic 

Attitudes for High and tow Education 
/ Levels' in the United Kingd<»n 



Democratic Attitudes High Low 

Index Education Education 



High 


36% 




Medlufs 


43 


48 


Low 


20 


29 


No Answer 


I 


2 


Total 


lOOX 


101% 


Number o£ Cases 


370 


593 



First, we should notice some minor points o£ style. 

1) Table number — this is the second table In chapter (or enercise) 

nine. 

2) Tltle-^-thc title states that the table presents a Irelatlpnship 
between two variables. The two variables are fully and accurately labeled, 

3) Fercentages-*the distributions are in percentages with the total 
percentage indicated to show that the distributions run down and not across. 
The percentage sign appears correctly with only the first percentage in each 
column and again with the totals 

4) Number of cases — the number of cases for each columi^ ;ippear under 
the total percentage so the reader can assess the relative ln^ortance of the 
colunm and the relative significance of the distributions. 

A great many statements could be made about the distributions in Table 9. 
and we will only illustrate the various pc^lbilities not exhaust them: 

I . A comparison of the relative frequency of individuals with highly 
democratic attitudes among those with higher and low education 
level s: 

*'Thirty-six per cent of highly educated individuals in the United 
kingdom had highly democratic attitudes, while twenty-two per cent 
of those with low education had highly democratic attitudes 

(or) 

"Highly educated people in the United Kingdom art. more likely to 
score highly on the democratic attitudes index than are less 
educated people.'* 



IX. A comparison oi democratic attitudes within coluaas: 

"As^ng highly educate {leople in the tlnited Kiiigds»&, taoro had high 
scores on the decraeratic attitud* index than had low scoras." 

(or) 

"ABK»ng individuals with a low level of education in the United 
Kingdom, 22^ had highly denocratie attitudes and 29X had low 
deaK>cratic attitudes." 

Since the percentages are computed for educational categories, the state- 
ments are laade in terms of the attitudes or bahavior of these educational 
groups. We cannot say on the basis of the pereantages in Table 9.2 that highly 
democratic individuals are wove likely to have high levels of education than 
low levels. We cannot mke this statea^t on the basis of Table 9.2 because 
we would have to know the percentage of the total imo&er of highly deaocratic 
individuals who have high and low lavela of ^cation, inforsation which is 
not contained in the table. Hlwaavar wa make statsMci^s involving percentages 
or proportions, we must remsaber that these percentages are based on the total 
number of individuals in some specific grcmp and they cannot be used to refer 
to any other group. In Table 9.2, the percentages are calculated on the basis 
o£ the numbers of individuals who have high and low levels of education, not 
on the basis of the numbers of individuals with varying levels of democratic 
attitudes. Therefore, while we can say that 36 per cent of the highly edu- 
cated individuals have highly desuicratic attitudes, we cannot say that 36 per 
cent was calculated on the basis of the 370 highly educated individuals in 
the sample, not on the basis of all highly deaocratic individuals, a figure wc 
do not know from looking at Tabic 9.2. 

The most comB«>n error In the interpretation of tables is coagarison 

of percentages which are not comparable. 

Although all the tables in the following exercises will be similar in 
format to Tabic 9.2, you are likely to encounter other ways of presenting data 
in your readings. Table 7, taken from The Civic Culture by Almond and V'srba, 
is another common method of presentation. 

Notice that In Table 7 only the percentage saying that they could do 
something about an unjust local law is given. Not shown are the percentages 
who said they could do nothing, and who "didn't know" or who gave no answer. 



/ 

tABLE 7 

Per Cent who say they Can Do Scusefching afraist an Unjutt L^al by Sax 



Total Hale Feaale 



Hat ion 


(X) 


(Ho.)* 


m 


(Ho.> 


(%) 


(Ko.) 


United States 


77 


(970) 


80 


(455) 


74 


(515) 


Great Britain 


76 


(963) 


83 


(460) 


73 


(503) 


Germany 


62 


(955) 


72 


(449)' 


53 


(506) 


Ualy 


51 


(995) 


62 


(471). . 


47 


(524) 


Hexlco 


S3 


(i,007) 


63 


(355) 


46 


(652) 



*HuiBbera In parsatheasc ra£er to batea upan which porceatagea ara calculated. 

The (K>st iB^ortant relatioaahlp in Table 7 can be stat&d In thia way: 

"Within each nation, man vara anre likely than weaan to aay thay 
could do soMtthing about an unjust local law." 

(or) 

"Higher percentogea of raapondonta in the United States and Great 
Britain said they could do aonething about on unjust local l<w than 
in Geratany, Italy or ttoxico." 
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AllSi|pUMll^6 



thm dmtm fvNi ilatirf and mrnvj cuklc tuip first •£ ail, to teaerfte 

hiw iMMi«vati« Attita^ arm AiatriMai im iiyn Matriac. Im ariar ta do aa* 
SMnram, «■ aaat acraa ap m MimiUm af "AaMaratia irttiMaa* Mi U9$Mb wkint 
m^^anaaa ia «aa aa iaiia«la» af I ii iig atta aititaiaa* Imp yufaaaa af ikaM 
aamiaaa Haaaaratia atti^ytoa* vmimr «a atiitaiia farorafcla ta iiiegaey aa a 
l9pa af palitlaal ^pataa r«tter ilMHi attitoiaa ab^t axtaat af taaera^y la 
the stayaaiaKt'a mm aamtKy. Twa Itaaa fraa tha MlmmM^whm pwajr kava baaa 
ceabittMi ista a aii^la iaaax af Anweratia AttiiaAaa. Ia yaw eaiatook thia 
iniax ia tba firat itiM far •ask aaaatxy ^taaa 1, i7, St, 49* 06). 

(l) vaa tba Aaaaeratie attitaia iaiax aaaairaatadf Xa tha iodaz a 
aaiiafactorsr aaaaara of "iaaaeraiio attitaiaa" aa m hmm dafiaai th« abaraf 



(2) Wbmt atbar iiaaa in Vmi AlnoA-Varba awrraj adght hata baaa uaad ac 
indieatora of iaaaaratie attituiaaf Xf jraa vara iraftiag a qaaaiiauaira» i^t 
acUitionaa itawi vaalA 7«« iaolndo to aaaaura daaaaratie attitadaa f 



Uaiiig our daaoaratie attitudo imimx «a aball aaa, ia Tablaa 8»ia-b, ban 
daaoeratlc attitndaa ara diatribatad in fira eaantriaa. Ia 7abla 8.ia aatar tiia 
nnabar of raapanaaa for oaab aeoro aa ilia daaaoratie atiitada itaa far oaob 
eaoatzyt ia Tablo 8*ib aniar tha aar coat of raapoaaoa far aaeh aeero. 

(3) Vhat do tba data praaantod in Tablo S.ib toll aa aboat tbo diatribation 
of donoeratio attitadaa ia tho firo ooaatrlaat_ 





VniUd 


SttttM 

17/ 




49/ 


lfiz&t# 


ladtts 


/s 

Ii«V /ft 

lf« a&cvcr /9 






• 






Total 













Table 8.1b, His Diatribatioa of Itefoiatie Aititodacy Ixy 





l&iited 
Kisgdea 


l&iited 
Statei 


Genaoy 


Italy 


Ifeziee 


DeMOoratie Attitude 
Index 






/l 
/2 
/3 












A 

No Askswr /9 












Total 












N » 
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It it inttrtstliii t» eoi^ajrt * r«akiiic of e0iiairi«s aecerdi&c to tlw 
prtvaI«Bee of AtaterAtie ftttitudot with m vvakkag «ooordinf to institutiraal 
ch&racteriatica* Coluaa 1 of T»bl« 8.2 liats the firt countries in the Alaond- 
V«rb« ot^dy «• raaktd by Ifetilmaor on his index of deaocrAtic jporfoimneei in 
Golium 2 rank thooe ooontriei Aooording to the preTOleaee of deaoorfttic attitude*, 
M indicated in Table S.lb* Note that you will need to decide on what bnsia to 
raofc the eonntriea in celmn 2. 



Table 8.2. Coq[iariaon of Bankings of Fire Countriee Aoeordinf to 

Indieee of Deaooratie Perforaanee ai^ DeaeorAtio Attitudes 



Nenbaner's Index of Deaeeratio 
Ferforaanee 


Sankinf of Cenntries on Index 
of Deasoratio Mtitndes 


Great Britain 




West. Gemany 




Italy 




United States 




liezioo 





(4) How did you doeido on your raiikiag of eouatrioo in oolun 2? 



(&) Hov jBuoIs agrooMut in ^oro botvooo the t^vo rKUduag«¥ 



DiTorgo&Go botirotn tho two r«ikixsgs oould oeeur for tiithor ottiiodologioal 
or ti&torotieal roMoiu« 

(6) fhat MthodologioAl roMoas might soeoimt for the dirtrgo&co in 
rmkingo ? 
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On theoretical grounds, father or net tlio two rwkiiift art identicftX 
dtptods on tho nfttor* of tbo roI*tios«bip botvoon Attitudos And institutions or 
setiTiiy. 

(7) Hist tluiorstiesl rsss^ut ai^t Issd yon ^ sapset scrssatnt bctvssn 
tbM tv^ rsnlrings? Ibst thsorstiesl rssssns aii^t seemint fsr divsrffinet in tlM 



7? 



r 



Social diaijpibiitiGa of OitMoerfttie Attitu^os 



Assifiiuwnti 



Oftt* froa iho Alfl»iid-*Verb« otiuly onablo you not only to dooeritw how 
doBoeiTAtio attitudoc an diatrilmtod in diffartnt eoaatriaa Imt alao to 
uham r«latioiiahiFa bofaan daaooratic attitudaa and a aaabar of aoeial 
v«riabiaa that af faei theae attitudaa. Far oxa^ilat «a eaa ask to what 
extant do paopla who ara aora or laaa daaoeratie in tliair attitudaa vaiy in 
thair l«Tel of ineone, aaonnt of edueation, and plaea of raaidenea. Xn ordar 
to answer thia quaation va ahall f irat aluiw ralationsiiipa iMtaaan danooratie 
attitvulaa and tliaaa thraa social rariablaa in oaeli of tlis fiva eoontriasi wa 
mhaXl then ahov tha aana relationships without controlling for country. 

In the following tables, we will distribnts for leral of incoae (Teble 
9,1), lc>vel of education (ft^ble 9»Z), and degree of urbanisation (Table 9.3) 
with respect to scores on the deaoeratie attitude index in each of tha fire 
countries* Notice that for each varisble we introduce the categories high, 
aediua, low* Definitions of these categories are indicated on the tablea 
theaselireB* howe-rer, otiier definitions could hare been used which would 
have altered the results to some extent* itost of the tables are already 
cofi^leted; fill in the resaining entries. 

(l) How will you proceed in eoiqileting the tables? 



(2) Looking at the tables, which of the three variables seems most 
strongly associated with democratic attitiuiea? Which of the variables seeas 
least associated with tleaocratie attitudes? How naoh variation is there 
between the patterns of association in different countries? 
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fsbltt 9*i. The Biitrilmtifiii of fiBBBcratio Attitadfti for Hi^* Utditui tad 
Low lacoM h&wml»p Isy Cotmtx^r 







United StwUi 




Italy 


Moxioo 




XaeoM 13/ 


Xboom 29/ 


Incom 45/ 


Inc 


MM 61/ 


XncoM 77/ 


Indoz 

l/,-17/, 33/, 49/, 66/ 




/II. 7 


Urn 


/Of «t 

0,- 








Ifsd 

/6.7 


Low 

/4.S 


High 


/6.7 


Low 

/4«& 

^ — 


/s.i. 

-,0 


/6>7 


Hiow 
/4.5 


\ 

fii^ /I 


34j( 












81^ 






S4JI 


86)( 




1&J( 


IB^ 




/2 


8 


5 


7 








9 


16 


% 


8 


15 


17 


3 


4 


7 




42 


4fi 


46 








36 


2^ 


86 


40 


32 


30 


SI 


66 


47 


/4 


5 


6 


8 








13 

r 


is 


20 


10 


9 


14 


7 


3 


6 


Low /5 


10 


19 


SI 








16 


14 


7 


13 


16 


14 


25 


17 


24 


No Aiuivor /9 




1 










7 ■ 


10 


23 


5 


6 


14 




1 


3 


































Total 




101^ 










101^ 


iOlJ 


iOOJt 


100)( 


101^ 


lOOjS 


101% 




101^ 


N - 


59 


362 


492 










ses 


119 


62 


253 


^6 


106 


292 


766 



7 9 
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Xsbl« ^•2. Tbm l>istri!)citio& of &»eratie Mtitud** for Ei^ and Low 
Sducfttion Levels, by Country 

r 





Uoitod Sisgfioa 


H&itod Statoo 


Gorwrngr 






0«M»er*tio Attitedo 
Xadoz 

Vf n/f 33/, 49/, 




ion 11/ 


Maoatioa 27/ 


SdQfiftti«& 43/ 


Ifidaootloa 6»/ 


£dao*tiim 76/ 


aigti 
/».o, 
> - 


/7,8 


Eifh 
/4,6, 
6.7 


Low 

/0,1, 
2.3 


High 
/«fO. 


Low 

/7,8 


ffifh ^ 
/8,», 

0.- 


Low 


Bifb 

/»»o 


Low 

/7,8 


Higb /i 


30)t 




48J& 


27^ 






- 23^ 




24]i 


12% 


/2 


6 


d 


7 


7 






13 


12 


6 


7 


A 


43 


48 


311 


40 






36 


23 j 


! " 


49 


/4 


7 


7 


i 


7 






10 


Id 


3 


7 


Low /5 


13 


22 


' 6 


14 






14 


21 


19 


22 


No laowor /9 


1 


2 


2 


4 






6 


16 


2 


4 


Totcl 








99^ 






100^ 




100)( 


101^ 


N » 


370 


593 


63i 


339 




1 


303 


692 


196 1 


1096 




7«bl« 8.3. Thm Bi»tribatiim at llvaecratie Atti^aiAs for Hi^, MediuiB, and Low 

C«aawi£iilty- SisiOy 1^ Country 









1 l&iitod StAtoB 


Soswugr 


Itidy 




1 

1 


1/. n/\ u/, 05/ 






&2/ 


I COMK. 


Siso $S8/ 


Cmm. 


SlM 44/ 


Coau Six* 60/ 


Cmm* 


SiM 70/ 


1 A,- 

; 


IMNI 

/9,0 


s w 

f »^ 


/*•- 


Midi 

0 


hem 

A 




/»tO 


/8 


At- 


ICod 

/»»o 


Low 

/8 


Hlfh 

A.- 


liod 1 


Uw 


1 














49)g 














16;( 


10)( 




I 

•J 

1 

1 

{ 


v. 


\ 


1 




7 


1 


8 


13 


13 


12 








6 


8 




:: 1 47 

j I. 


1 






35 


34 


SI 


1 ^ 


28 










43 




t 

■\ 
t 
t 




B 


8 


3 


6 


17 


11 


19 








6 


7 




I 

i 

% 

1 

< 

I 


1 

L*. '.. ! 

i 


1 


22 ^ 


li 


1 


10 




Id 


16 


S 








20 


28 






) 


I j 



2 


2 


4 




9 


11 


16 








3 


6 




V 

\ 








I 




101^ 

1 _ 






190^ 










100^ 










234 

... , 1 


Z4Q 


4B1 


193 


296 


363 


238 


9S4 








LOll 


284 


0 



(ieaoc^*atic attitudes and sociftl ir»riftbl«s on t&c buis af t«bi«a? 
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Tilt r«l«tioBahip« iMiwvca dcaoerAtic ftttitodas aad ■•eial TarlablttS 
pr«s«ntcd in Tables 9.1-9.3 arc all ralatiOBSbipa within iiartic«lag coontriea* 
For •zM^lct w «aa a^ tiiat 24ft of Atrieana with iseaMta hswm hi^y 
daaseratie attitudes p^vbila ISjL of iieadoaas with hi|^ ineeMS hm highlj^ 
deiwcratie attitodea* FroM tlisat tablea we eai^t detemiae the general 
relationahipa between deasoratie attitodea tad differences of incoas, edaeatien« 
or ceBMusi^^ise regardleaa of the aweeifie cewntry* fft easinet aaj^ tbatf in 
general t of people with bigb ineoMa hsra USS^Miaaweratie attitudes* Xn 
otbor words, in Tablea 9«l-^«3 we are in fact aentroliinic for the effects of 
nationality iqpon the relationahipa between deBeeratict attitudes sad the social 
variables* Batlier than easBiBe all the eaaea aa one adiffeswtiated groi^, 
we have brokm down ^e groiqi into f iwe sepaxmte sob-^prot^ps of easee sad then 
exenined relationahipa mly within thoae aitb-gro^s* This prior differmitiation 
of eases according te som variable— anch aa Genntry^is what we nean }iy controlling 
for the Tsriable* 

In general, we control for a rariable when to suspect that it is 
associated with one or Isoth of the oHmt Tsriablei being exanined and thus 
nay hare sesNi effect on the distribntions found* For example, we found in 
Esnrcise S that a greater proportion of the Halted Statea M^ple had high 
scores on the deaoeratic attitude index ^i£a did the respondents in other 
countries* At the saas tias, we know that Aasrioans enjoy a relatively high 
standard of living* Th'^refore, if we wsre to find a hi^ relationship between 
ineoae sad deaeeratic attitudes without centrolliag for country, it nay be 
that such a relationsihip actually exists, or it aay b« that Aasriesa respondents 
are contributing dispropertionatsly to oar high ineoae category* Unless we 
control for country, we ai^t be deeoribing the attitades of "high inooas iaerieana" 
rather than thoae of "hi^ ineoae individuals in ^neral," iriiich is our primary 
objective. 

Generally tl^re are three results frea using ea rols in the analysis 
of qnsntitative data* First, a control variabla aigr increase the M^2nitQde 
of relationship between tso variablee* Second, a eontrol variable aagr reduce 
the relationehip between tvo variablee to insignifieance, i*e*, eliainate an 
itppareatly intereetiag relationship* Third, a control variable aay not alter 
the aagnitude of relatienship at all and deaonstrate its insignificance aa a 
variable in tt$ overall pattern* 



'Slut tt«0fttlif««s and dtslrabilitj of Q«iitrolliii|; 2«r otlitr fMtors is 
limited by MTvrAl pr«oticAl coiisidftr«ti«ac* For •am Hdagf tlw ▼•rbai 
description of the reletioneliipe in a table vilb enly e» or two faeters 
controlled becoaoe extroaoly eoi^lieeted ttd difficult te grecp* Xb 
practice vhen «« coatrol reletioneSiipCt «• eeneeatrate en enbperte of the 
dietribtttione geaereted and uaually do not attempt a atatoMnt of the 
overall relationship. A eecond lisitmtien ie the dooffeaaiaf oniier of 
caeee in «aeh eell of the table aa «e inereaae the nu^r ef eaairelled 
factors. Thie is a preblen becanae perciitttaies beeoae leaa mliahle aa ths 
nuaber of cases on which they are baaed beeaaes saaller* €«serally «e do 
not compute percMttaces for diatr&b^tiona vith f«rar than tawtgr eaaee* The 
adrantages of Mntrolling are leat if ve end ^ with Yorj few casea in the 
cells we want to ccaqpare tmfitor controlled e«^tions« 

In Tables 9«4«9«6 the control for coimtiy has been raaeredi so that we 
can ezasdne the general relationships between deaecratio attitudes end 
differancts in inceasf education, snd eoMini^ siss for all oases refa^lees 

of the nationality of the respondents • 

44) Bow do the distributions in Tables 9*4-8*S eoi^are to ths 
distribntiens yon found in Tablea 9«i-9*3« which included the eentrol for 
country? ^w do the uacontrollod distributions differ frea the distributions 
in each ceuntir^ 



i 
I 

^ \ 



(5) Wfajut •ffect do you think tii« &btt«iie# niral lltxieuia in tbtr 
las^le has qu the reXftti^nship b«tvt«ii cowemmity mimm ft&d dM»eratie attiiudtsf 



(6) Hov amobra^i^t doea differcnee in comitry bMrn upon tb« relmiioQ'- 
ufaip between dewocratic attitudes and each of the aooial trariablei? 
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T«bio 9«4« The DitttrilmtioB of StMcratie Attiti^s for Bigb» Mediiuiy 
•ad Low laeoMO Lovols* without Controls for Ceimtsy 



Doaoorfttio Attitiido Indoz 


Hi(^ XaooM 


liwliua Incos* 


Low laeoM 1 


High /I 










7 


9 


8 




37 


40 


48 




7 


8 


0 


Low /6 


12 


15 


20 


Ho Anower /9 


3 


4 


0 


Total 


lOOjl 


100^ 


100^ 


K - 


1015 


1691 


1772 



Tabic 9.6. Tho Distribution of DosM>Qr«tie Attitudoo for High oad 
Low ^ueotion Levtis, without Controio for Country 



Deiioer»tie Attitude ludez 


High £dius«tioa 


Low EduoAtioB 


High fx 




15jt 


/2 


8 


9 


/3 


37 


m 


/4 


5 


11 


Low /5 j 


J \ 


19 


No Answer /9 

1 ^ 1 


2 


8 


Total 


99^ 


101^ 


H - 


1653 


S51i 



Teble 9.6. The Distribution of DejMerfttie Attitudos for Sigh, Medium, 
and Low Coessunity Siise, without Controls for Country 



0omocratic Attitude Lcidex 


High CoBU. Size 


Medius Comb. Size 


Low Com. Sixe j 


High fx 


21^ 


19^ 


24^ 


/2 


8 


9 


ii 


/3 


42 


35 


33 


/4 


8 


9 


12 


Low /5 


17 


20 


12 


No iiinswor /9 


5 


S 


8 


Total 








N • 


258SS 


. , 13S2 


1214 



N 



EXERCISE 10 

Distribution of Democratic Attitudes 
According to Socialisation and Psychology 

Assigned Reading: ' 

AlnK^nd And Verba, Chapter 12, 

Herbert Eyman» Political Socialisation. 

In the previous exercise we examined relationships between deswcratic at-^ 
titudes and incos^^ education^ and urbanisation* In this exercise we shall 
consider relationships between da«icratic attitudes and tw> additional vari* 
ables-- social izat ion p and a psychological dis^sion. The importance of each 
o£ these variabl3S is suggested by significant bodies of social theory, which 
are reflected in the Almond«>Verba study, 

1} What do Almond and Verba mean by political socialisation? Why is 
political socialisation considered an is&portant concept in p^itical analysis? 



The measure of socialization we shall use in this exercise is the third 
item for each country (items 3, 19, 35, 51, 67) . 

2) How was tlie index of socialization constructed? 



:er|c '^^'^ 



iO-2 



Notice that the measure we arc using refers to family and school experi- 
ences, oKperlcnces that occur relatively early In life* Use of this measure 
implies that socialization occurs relatively early in life and does not con- 
tinue as an ongoing process throughout a person's later years* 

3) Is this implication consistent with the definition of socialisation 
in question 1)? . ^ 

4) What other items might be included in an index of socialisation that 
would reflect a broader definition of socialisation as a process that continues 
beyond the early years? ^ ^ 



Table 10.1 shows the relationships between daaocratic attitudes and 
socialization in the five countries* Qa^pl«t« T«bl# iO«l» 

5) Looking nt Table 10. 1, what statements can you make about the effc^cts 
of socialization on democratic attitudes? 



One body of social theory stresses the connection between political atti- 
tudes and socialization; another body of theory stresses the connection be- 
tween political attitudes and characteristics of personality. To examine re- 
Intioi^^hips b2tween deoiocratlc attitudes nnd characteristics of personality, 
we shall use a psychologicnl measure which is the fourth item for each country 
(item^ 4, 20, 36, 52, 68) . 

6) How was the psychologic.il index constructed? What characteristics 
of pursonality does it measure? .•^-^^ 

- / ' 



erJc 



TABLE 10.1.— The Distribution o£ Demscratic Attitudes £or High, Meditsm, 
and Lov Levels of Democratic Socialization, by Country 



I 

f Democratic 

I 
I 



I United KingdcHU* United States < Gertaany 
3/ 19/ ' 35/ 



( 



Attitude 
Index 



r 



I M..^^ High Med Lov | High Hed Lov , High Med Lov 

j i/,17/,33/,49/,6.'>/i '/I,2 /3 /4,5 I /1. 2 /3 /4,5 /1, 2 /3 /4,5 



Italy 
51/ 



r 



High Hed Low 
/I, 2 /3 /4,5 



Hexico 
67/ 



High Med Low 
/I. 2 /3 /4,5 



High /I 



307. 21% 14% 



19% 20% 14% 



11 


6 


5 


7 I 

1 


13 


13 


12 


n 


46 


44 


48 i 


36 


30 


•B 


/4 


i « 


9 




9 


16 


19 


Low /5 


1 12 


20 


t 

23 j 


13 


15 


11 


No Answer /9 


7 


* 


2 ! 

i — 


9 


7 


14 



23% 15% 11% 



6 


7 


7 


53 


51 


45 


3 


4 


8 


12 


22 


25 


2 


1 


5 



Total 



I 99% 99T 100%! 
J 



99% 101% 99% 



99% 100% 101% 



N - 



277 350 328 



173 305 444 



226 332 709 



*Les8 than .5% 



90 



\ 

\ 



10-4 



Table 10,2 shows Che relaclonshipt between dei&ocratic attitudes and the 
psychological dimension in the five countries. Coqplst« Table i0«2« 

7) On the basis of Table 10.2, what statements can you make about the 
effects of the psychological variable on democratic attitudes? 



So far all your statements about the relationships between democratic at* 
titudes and other variables have been based simply on an inspection of the 
tables; no attempt has been made to Introduce oiore rigorous statistical mea** 
sures i>£ association. It would be interescing, however, to coti^are the de- 
grees of association between democratic attitudes and each of the independent 
variables discussed In the last two exercises using a more rigorous measure 
of association. 

The best known of the correlational measures Is Pearson's product -moment 
correlation coefficient » which was discussed In Exercise 3. In order to use 
this technique correctly^ we tmst assume tb the variables we want to corre- 
late are measured by Interval scales, chat that there are equal intervals 
or distances between the units of the scale. Much of the aggregate data used 
In political sc lence research can qualify as Interval scale data; we are usu^ 
ally quite willing to say, for examples that the difference between a per 
capita GNP of $500 and one of $550 is equal to the difference between $150 
and $200 GNP per capita. For these types of variables , use of the product- 
moment correlation to measure strengths of association is appropriate. Only 
rarely in survey research, however, are we able to measure variables with the 
precision required for an interval scale. For exampde, we would hesitate to 
assume that the difference between a score of 1 and a score of 3 on our dem- 
ocratic attitudes index represents the same difference as that between the 
scores 3 and 5--the questions on which the index is based tnay not be of com- 
parable difficulty, cutting points dichotomizing positive a^d negative re- 
sponses may not be precise, and so on. Although we usually do not wish to 
assume an interval scale with this typ^ of survey data, we often feel safe in 
ranking ; scores • That is, wc can s^y that a score is higher or lower than 
another score, though we do not know how much higher or lower. Other mea- 
sures of association have been developed to handle this type of ordinal scale 
or rank order data. One such measure is Kendall's tau beta , which we will use 
below^to sunsnarifie the relationships which have previously been presented only 
in percentage tables* 

Tau beta is well suited to the type of data available to political sci- 
entists not only because it can be used with rank order data, but also because 
it takes into account tied scores. Since we generally di^'ide our variables 
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TABLE 10.2.-— The Distribution o£ Democratic Attitudes for 

High, Mediuia and Low Levels of Trust, by Country 



Desiocratlc 
Attitude 
Index 
I/, 17/. 337,49/ 




1 

i Ucited Kingdoat 

i 


United States 
20/ 


Germany 
36/ 


' Italy 
52/ 




[ 1 

I Mexico ' 

i 68/ 


High 
,65/1 /1, 2 


Hed 

/3 


Low 
/4,5 


High 

/i,2 


Hed 
/3 


Low 

/4,5 


High 


Med 
/3 


Low 


1 

! High 
/1, 2 


Med 
/3 


Low 
/4.5 


High Med Low 
' /1, 2 /3 /4,5 


Bigh /I 




J 






















14% 


» 


It 










8 


8 


7 


13 


15 


12 


26 


9 


13 




n 


I 
{ 






30 


38 


41 


37 


27 


31 




40 


27 




/4 


i 






2 


2 


5 


13 


16 


17 


i 8 


5 


1 


Low /5 


1 

i 

i 
f 

i 

i 






4 




14 


3 


12 


14 


11 


18 


20 ' 




Mo Answer /9 






1 


2 


3 


6 


; 


11 


5 


4 


Jij 




Total 








! 10014 
^ 


100% 


lOOX 


100% 


101% 


100% 


100% 


100% 


100% 




N - 










j 310 


188 


470 


78 


101 


754 


38 


78 


840 





into relatively few categories--for exasaple, "high/* "medium," and "lcw**--wc 
usually have large numbers of "ties" in scores • (For instance, in Table 10. 1, 
277 British respondents scored "high" on the socialisation IndeK; they there- 
fore have "tied scores" on that variable.) Tau beta measures the degree to 
which a high rank on one variable is associated with a high rank on another 
variable. Like many other measures of association, it varies between +1^0 and 
-1*0, with zero indicating the absence of a relationship. 

TABLE 10, 3. --Tau Betas Measuring the Degree of Association of 
Democratic Attitudes with Selected Variables in 
Five Countries 



Association 
Between 



Democratic 
Attitudes and: 


Jnited 
Kingdooi 


United 
States 


Germany 


Italy 


Mexico 


Five 
Countries 


IncoQic 


.097 


.164 


.019 


.082 


.054 


.143 


Education 


.156 


.217 


.058 


.161 


.086 


.198 


Community Sire 


-.017 


.027 


-.051 


-.077 


,063 


-.026 


Soc inl izat Ion 


.142 


.166 


.048 


.022 


.139 


.155 


Trust 


.177 


.430 


.111 


.101 


.086 


.190 


Tahiti 10,3 Is 


a matrix 


of correlations of 


democrat ic 


attitudes 


and th*. 



five variables discassc^i in these exercises . 



8) Which variables show the highest and lowest degrees of nssoclntlun? 
How would you describe the relationships generally? . 
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9) What exfilonaclons can you suggest for the pattern o£ relationships 
found in the Table? What reasons might account for the generally Icm degr^ 
of association among most of the variables in the Table? , 

i . 
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CluqpArfttiT* Polities Lftboratory 

LABOaATOEY DECK 
Alsond - Verba Fiv N&tion Study 



Number 



1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 
18 
19 



Page in 
Manila]. 



6 

6 
7 
8 
9 
9 
10 
10 

11 
12 
13 
13 
13 
14 
14 
14 

15 
16 
17 



Cod« 

United Kiagdon Bata 

United Kingiloa - Daworatio Attitudea Index 

Ibiited Eingdoa - Sabjeetive Coaqiwtencc Index 

United Eingdoa - Soeialisatien Index 

IMited lingdoQ - Xmat IMex 

United fiingdoB - Organizati^ial Participation 

United Kingdom - Mhowledge of Public Officials 

United Singdcc - Political Party Preference 

United Kingdom - Attention to Political cmd 

GoTemaental Affaire 

United Kingdom - Pride in Country 

United Kingdom - Work Situation 

United Kingdom - Sdueation 

United Kingdom - Coaaaiiity Size 

United Kingdom - Income 

United Kingdom - Occupation of Bespondent 

United Kingdom - Age 

United Kingdom - Region 

United Statea Data 

United Statee - Democratic Attitudes Index 

United States - Subjective CoQ^^etence Index 

United States - Socialization Index 




20 
21 
2^ 

23 
24 

25 
26 
27 
28 
20 
30 
31 
32 

33 

34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 

41 
42 



Pagft ifi 

18 
19 
10 
20 
20 

21 

22 
23 
23 
23 
24 
24 
24 

25 
26 
27 
28 



29 



Code 



United^tates - Trust Index 



29 
30 
30 

31 
32 



United States - Orfiaaisetieii*! pArtioipatioa 

fiievledfe of Poblie Otfieiale 
Feliticel Fartgr FSrefereaee 



United Stetee 



l&iited. Stetee 
United iitetes 



Attention to Foliticel and 
CSoTemwntal Mfaira 



United States - Pride in Cotintry 

United States - Work Situation 

United States - Bdueatioa 

United States - CoMBimit7 Sise 

Ubited States - Incoae 

l&Qiited States - Ooct^ation of Bespondent 

IMited States - Ige 

United States - Hegion 

Gcraany - &e»oeraiic Attitt^es Index 

Germny - Subjective Cos^petence Index 

Germany - Socialization Index 

Geraajoy - Tmst Index 

Germany - Organizational Participation 

GerEaasy - Knowledge of Pnolic Officials 

Germany - Political Party Preference 

Geraany - Attention to Political and 
Govemioental Affairs 

Gensany - Pride in Country 

Genaany - Work Situation 
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43 
44 

45 
46 
47 
48 

40 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 

57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 

65 



in 
Mmttiil 

33 

33 

33 

34 

34 

34 

35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
39 
40 
40 

41 
42 
43 
43 
43 
44 
44 
44 

45 



Code 

Genaany - Education 
Gexvany - CoHnini-ty Sis« 
Gemamy -> Zncoae 

Gerwrnay - Occupation of Eeapondent 

GeraMoy - Begion 
Italian Bata 

Italy - Deflweratic Attitudta Index 

Italy - Subjective Coopatance Index 

Italy - Socialisation Index 

Italy - Trust Index 

Italy - Organiaatieoal Participation 

Italy - ^owledge of Poblie Offioials 

Italy - Political Party Pi^ferenee 

Italy - Mtention to Political and 
SoTerasental Affairs 

Italy - Pride in Counti^r 

Italy - Work Situation 

Italy - Education 

Italy - Cosanmity Size 

Italy - Incoite 

Italy - OecT^)ation of Respondent 
Italy - Age 
Italy - Begion 
Mexican Data 

Mexico - Democratic Attitiidea Index 
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CoXvatt 
NiuriMir 

67 

68 
69 
70 
71 
72 

73 
74 
76 
76 
77 
' 78 
79 



46 
47 
48 
49 
49 
60 
50 

51 
62 
S3 
53 
53 
54 
54 



Utzieo 

Itoxieo 

Mexieo * Tnwt Index 
Mezieo 

Uexioo - Eaovledge of Poblic Officials 
Ifezieo - Political Party Prcforonee 
liexieo 



Sobjeetive Caqpatonet Isdoz 
Social izatica Xadax 



Organixational Fart^ipatioa 



\ 



Mexico 
lioxieo 
Uoxieo 
Mexico 
Mexico 
Mexico 
Mexico 



- Attention to Political and 
Goveraaental Affaizn 

- Pride in CoimtrT- 

- fork Situation 

- BSdncation 



Comnity Sise 
Incoae 

Ocoi^tation of Beepoiklent 
A|Se 
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CgIubq 

Sowlwr Code 



\ 



) 



United Kingdom — Dcawcratic Attitudgg Index 

Baaed on reapoases to the folloviac tvo qii^etioiuit 

**^mm people feel tluit eai^iipiiiic is needed eo the 
j^lic een Judge eeodidstee and iecaea* Otlwra ai^ 
thet it canaea co Hoeli bitteneae end ia ee smrelieble 
tfaet we*d be better off witboat it» What do you 
think— 'ia it needed or would we be better off witlwut 
it?" 

Needed - ceded aa • pro-d«M>6retie reaj^mae 

Better off without it - coded as an anti-dMOoratic 

reapenae 

It dependa^ other p don*t Itnow - ooded aa No Anawer 

few atronc ieadera would do aore for thia eonntry than 
all the leva and talik*" So you agree or diaagree? 

Agree * coded aa aa aati-^eaoeratie reajKmae 
Diaagree - ooded aa a pro-deaoeratie reaponae 
Other, don't knov - coded aa No Anawer 

Index code t 

X. High two pro<-deflK>cratic reaponaea 

2» - one pro-deaocrktio reaponae and one No Anairar 

3« - one pro-sieaocratie reaponae and one aatinienecratie 

response 

4. - one anti-d^aocratic reaponae axul one No Mawer 

5. liow - two aati-deoocratie reaponaea 
9« No answer - two no anawer reaponaea 
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Code 

qhitgd Kiagdoa - Sobieetive Coapeteacc Sc»lc 

Thia is a reprodueti<ua of the nibjectiTe eoi^tenee scale 
used in the aaalyeis in The Civic Cnlture lij CM»rieI AlB»nd 
sad Sidney Verbs* It represents respondents* seores on 
Gattoan Scale of the following five questions (in order of 
difficulty froB easiest to «ost diffionlt)i 

"Sooe people ssy that polities and gevsmasat are so 
Goiqtlieated ^uit ibm arerage nsn cMoaot raally v»der- 
stand what is goiog on* Hov shout local issoMS in 
this town or part of the conn try? How mil do you 
understand then?** 

"Suppose a regulation were being considered by (SPECIFY 

UDST LOCAL ommsmnxL must mm, vxllai^, esc,) 

which you considered vei^ unjust or harafal, what do 
you think you could do? (IP NEEDED) Anything else?** 

"If such a case arose, how likely is it that you would 
actually do sosething about it?** 

"If you made an effort to change this regulation how 
likely is it that you would succeed?** 

**Have you ever done anything to try to influence a local 
dec ia ion?** 

For a fuller eiq^lanation of the eonstructioB of this scale, 
see the footnote on pp. 231-^36 of Almond and Verba, The 
Civic Culture t Princeton University Preaa, 1963 (hardbound 
edition) • 

0. Low Subjective Competence 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. High Subjective Cosqietence 
No Answer 



?0c 



Coliun 

3 i&tif d Kiii^o»— Saci»ligatiost ladex 

BMcd on Mspoasss to tJia following four qoeationca 

*'Am you vort growinc up, ImVm fi^ vhea jwu voro aroimd 
la 9 how ■ueh infliuaeo do yon manibor Itairijig in ttmily 
dtciaions affoctis^ yooraoX?, Did yon lunr« aneli icflut&co, 
•oaOf or nono at allt** 

orouad tto mm tiao, if » (fodly) doeision wore 
awd« thftt you didn't libi, did you f««X fm to ooi^Iain, 
did you fool « littlo unt&ay about eovplaining or was 

it bot^r not to complaint** 

"In soae ochoolo tho children ar« oneourafad to diocuos 
and debate {tolitieal and cooial ioonot and to «ak» op 
thoir oim ainda. Itow wac it in your oehooi—how aach 
ehanoe did the children hare to aa^reec tteir opiaione— 
a lot, flox9e» or none at all?" 

"In eosM secondary anheola the etad^ats participate in 
ninning school affairs^ia others, the teaehera deeide 
everything • How was it in your sehool— did the etudeata 
participate & great deal, soae, wei^ little, or aot at allt 

The socialisation index was oonstructad by soorinf individuals 
according to the nusber of experiences with the democratic 
process which they had had while growing upi (▲ no answer on 
one or two queetions w^ counted as one«h&lf positive response, 
with rotmdiag toward the extreae eategoriesa) 

1* Hif^ doBiooratie socialisation experience - 4 positive respoases ' 

2. > 3 positive responses 

3. - 2 positive responses 
4* - 1 positive respoase 
5. No experience with the deaooratic process - No positive respoass 
9, No answer on three or leore questioas* 
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Code 

ISiitBd KinialoM " Tgnat Mgx 

BoMd on tlu nuidicr of positiv* r««ponats to tbo following 
four question* i 

"Soaw p«opi« SAjr tbftt aost pooplo e«n l|« tnutod* 
Otberc cay you oan't b« too eorifol in j^ur dealing* 
with poople. How do yon fool about it?** ^i'^at 
pooplo can bo i^aatod" ia a poaitiTO Maponaf •} 

**Sp«aking gonoralljy wonld yon say that memt piiopla 
are sore inolinod to holp othora, or aero inolinod 
to look out for tlHsaaolToa?** ("More inolinod to help 
otbers** ia a poaitivo reaponao.) 

''If yon don*t watoh yonraelf, people will take tdtraatago 
of you. 0o yon agno or diai^preo with that?** ("Diaagree** 
ia a j^aitiTo roaponse*) 

**No one la going to care amefa what hi^paac to you, when 
yea get rii^t down to it* So yon agree or diaagroe with 
that?** (''Diaagrco" ia a poaitivo recponae*) 

* 

(^hH Khov^ and Asimwmr^ rtsfKinscs vtre couit«d m 
one-half positive respozuie, ttith routi^iiig toward the extreme 
categories.) 

Im High Truet (four positive responses) 

2« (three positive responses) 

3# ftvo positive rssponses) 

4« Jone positive response) 

5# Low Trust (no positive responses) 

9m DonH know or No Mewer on three or more qaeetiona 




Code 

Ibited Kingdoa*- - OrgaaigationaX Paarticipatioa 

Are you a nwmber of tmy organix&tiont now— trade or labor 
unions, buaineas organ ixatioas, aocial groupie profeasioiml 
or farm organisational cooparatiroi, frataraal cr vattran * a 
groiq)s, athletic clubs, political i c!uuritablc« civic or 
religious orgaoizatioas— -or any o^er orgaaised groi^? (IF 
KEEmi) Which ones? 

(IF A m^ma, of some OaSANmilON I«lir)t HaTe you ever been 
an officer in this (one of '^leae) orga&isation(a)f 

1* Belongs to one organisation and haa been an officer 

£• Belongs to tvo organizations and has been as officer 

3« Belongs to three organisations and has been an officer 

4, Belongs to four or more organisations and haa been an officer 

5, Belonga to one organisation and haa i»ver been an officer 
6« Belongs to tvo organizations and haa never been an officer 

7, Belongs to three organisations and has never been an officer 

8, Belongs to four or more organisations and haa never been 
an officer 

0* Belongs to no organizations 
No Anaweri Don*t know 



United Kiaisdom - Knowledge of Fublic Offieiala 

When a new Prime Minister comes into office, one of the 
first things he moat do is appoint people to cabinet positions 
and Qsinistries, Could you tell lae what some of these cabinet 
positions are? (IF NEIsSiED) Can you name any others? (PBOBE 
UNTIL BESFONDm MUSS FIVE OAfilNEX POSITIONS OS DNTUi BESFON- 

imr KNOWS NO uobe. cods in terms of nuubeb cobbect. accept 

AS CUBU£GT EITHSa NAUE OF CABINET POSITION SUCH AS "CHANCELLOB 
OF THE £KCUEQUEH« OR "FOBEIC^I SECRETABY,** OH NAME OF THE 
MINISTlQf SUCH AS "TREASUffif" OB »FOREI®f OFFICE.") 

6, One correct 

7, Two correct 

8, Three correct 
S, Four correct 

0« Five or more correct 

None named or none correct | don*t know 
4-. Other 



103 



10- 



Uaitttd Kingdoai - Political 9Tty Prefergnec 
Based on folloving qutttioaat 

"Now we would like to find out soaethiag about your party 
preference and how you vote. Are you currently a aeaber of 
any political par^ or organisetionf ** 

"Do you conaider youreeli' a ai^porter of any particular 
political party?" 

"Towarda i^ich political party do you laao?" 

1* Active Labouritea - aeadlMira of LalMttr Pari^ 

2. Non-active Labourites - ptbera who airport or lean toward 

the lAbour Party 
3* Active Conser/ativea - ■■■bera oi Conaarvativa Party 
4« Non-active Conaervativas - otiMra lAm sv^port or lean toward 

tbo Conearvatira Party 
6. Active Liberals - oMmbers of the Liberal Party 
6« Non-active Liberals - others who support or lean toward 

the Libaral Party 

7* Other parties 
8« No party 
9« XtonH know 
•f* Be fused to say 



8 United Kiagdom - Attentioa to Political and Oovemaent&l Affairs 

Do you follow the accounts of iKilitical and gowenunental 
affairs I would you say you follow tbes regularlyi from tiiM 
to tii^f or never? 

1* Begularly 

2. FrosB tias to tiiae 

3. Other 

4. Never 

5. Don't know 
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Coloaa 

Noaber Cede 



lMit«d Kingdoa - Pride in Cogntry 

Sptaidng gen«r«liy, wiuit arc tbe ^ngt about this oountzy 
thmt you aro moat proud of M u fiogliahaa&f 

(Boapoadoata could smatioa aavor*! thiuga tbay wart proud of 
about t&air eouatxy* In thia code, priority wa giv^ to 
naationa of the politioal-logal ayataa and tba aeoneaie oyatwi, 
M dofinad in eodea 1 and 2. Tiiorafora, if a rtapoodeat 
Mentioned eitlwr or both of tbaao. iie w«a eodad M a 1, 2, or 
3, oren tbough bo ai^t alao hara aantiMiad o^ier oapeota 
of tbe country included in eodea 4 and 6« Saooml priority 
woa given to other policy relnted itaaa^tiwaa roapondeata 
(code 4) aii^t h»Te nntioned topiea included in eodo 6, but 
did not aentiOQ either the political-legal or economic ayatans.) 

1. Folitieal -legal syateaa freodeaay denocraey, juatiee» 
political atability, poaca 

2« Economic ayateai eoonooie growth, chaaee to advanco, 
earn a living, indua trial progreaa 

3* Both political-legal ayatom and oconeaie ayaten 

4« Other things related to goTemaental polio iea - aocial 
legialatioQ or national atrength and indepondenoe f 
(no B»ution of 1 or 2 above) 

5. Other aapeeta of eountryi contributiooa to aeienoe or 
culture, spiritual values, character iatica of people or 
phyeieal attributes of countryj (no aention of 1, 2, or 

4 above) 

0« >k>thing 

Don't know, No answer 
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Uiaited Kingdoa - Work Situntion 

BMtd on the folloving two qoestionii 

'^•*d like to fixud out hew d«eitioiui wmd» oa your 
job* Wlioxi dteitions are asdo ftffceiiag jcna ova workt 
do tliose in antlwrit^ •▼«r yoB •wt e<wault you about 
thesf Bo thoy ogqally eoncttlt youy do tlwy ■ott.iJif 
eoni«It you, dot* thia li^^pon raraly or art yon na^ror 
eoosuitadt" ('Hsaually'* and "aMotiaa* eaiiaiiitad<* are 
liotitiTa reaiMMaaea) 

"If a dficiftiou v«re aade aifactlug your om vork that 
yea diaagrecd with atroaclyt i^t would you do— vould 
you foel. froe to eoaplaiu, would you foal unany a^ut 
oo^plaiuiBs, or ia it iMtl^r to aoeopt the daeiaiou «aid 
not oonplaiuT** (*'fcel froa to eoi9lain<* ia a poaitiva 
roijponaa) 

!• High iafluonea in daeiaion ■ahing on job • two poaitiwa 

roaponaoa 

2, Medina icfliianoo in dteiaionHaaidBf on job - one poaitira 

reaponao 

3. Low influence ia dcciaion-«MJdng on job - no positive 

reaponae 

9. Inappropriate - Beapondant ia uaai^loyed or baa no one 

in authority owtr his on job 



No Anawar or don't know to one or both qoaationa 
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*• would like to find out •ojMthiof about ytw odueation. 

Bow far did you s«t witb yww tduestitaf (FBOBS TO FIND 

?• No jiehooling— ttOBt ftt all 
8» Priaury sehool 
9« SoeoBduy •ebool 

Otiiftr (*T«ehaio«l Collogo* and 'Ttaeliara Training CoUa^*) 
!>an*t know 



Ihitod liaadoM - C »— uu ity Siaa 

Siao of town whoro intarriow taloia plaea 

8. Laaa tiian 5,000 
9« 6,000 - 20,000 
0. 20,000 - 60,000 

50,000 * 1CK),000 
•f-. 100,000 and oTor 



Uaitod KiniEdQB - Igeot 

CosLid you pleaao plaoa yovt^t f anily ineoi^ in one of the 
following ineoae groupa, (HAND LIST ll) 

4, Under h 300.... • 

6. bSOO - fc650 

6. b650 ~ U,000«.. 

7. U,000 - fcl,600. 

8. fcl,&00 - 62,000. 

9. fc2,000 - fc3,000« 
0. fa3,000 ♦ 

Don't know— -refuae to anawer 
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14 



15 



1. PMfcMioaai, Mftor wafMuit, big bnsiatss 

2. aMll bosiiMM (•WMF, partMtf) 

3. Whit« oollar wrinr 

4* SUdXItd mrioirt artisaB ^^'"^^ 

5* l^akilltd «iriBMr« donitie ••rraat 

d« Famsr (laadMMr) 

9. Bstirad 

N« saawtr 



E»v tfld &r« yen? 





18 




26 


7. 


26 




3Q 


s» 


31 




36 


9. 


S5 




40 


0. 


41 




50 




51 




60 




60 


and ( 



yaittd KlagdoK - Bagioa gf Canntry 

8. S* Ssgland 

9. ffalas 

0. ¥lM ladla&ds 
N« fttgl «nd 
Seotlai»l 
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Code 

♦ 

Ba««d on r«apoi&s«s to th« follovlnc tv» q«««tioiui 

"S<MM people that **«T«<p«jnt if sueded so tht 
public can Jvdct caadidntcc And iMniia* Others mv^ 
thnt it eeneee eo wtoh hitteneea and ia te unreliable 
that weM be better off vitbout it* What do 7011 think 
— ie ,it needed or votad we be better eft vitbont itf " 

Needed - coded aa a pro-desocrstie reaponse 

Better^ off witlmat it - coded aa an anti-deaoeratie 

reapcnae 

It depends y oUter, d^*t Imov - cod^ aa No Answer 

**A few stroDC leaders woold do acre for this coontry than 
all the lavs and talk." l2o yon agree or diampree? 

Disa^ee eod#d mm a pro-daaoeratic mpouae 
Otbart doa't imov caded aa No Anavar 

Index code s ^ 

i« High - tvo pro^^aMcratio raspoaaa* 

2. -I 01^ pr0«-deK0eratie raaponaa and osa Na inavar 

3* Gxit pro*-^aBaeratie vmm^umm ai^ ana anti-denocratie 

reapoziae 

4« - ime aiiti*-daMoeratie raaponaa and one No Anairar 

5w Low - two aaii^asooratic raaponaaa 
9« No angver - two ao cuaawar raaponaaa 



on 



— 



Nimber Code 



iS Phit>d States - ^bjgetiyf Coaoefae* Se«le 

This is a repz^duetion of i3em subjsotiTo eo^otsnoc seale 
nsod in the soalysis ia Bic Civic Ccltare liy Gatoiol ilaond 
•1^ Sidnsy Verlw* It roprosents respcHidoiita * scores on a 
Guttasn Scale of the following five ^pisstioiis (ia order of 
difficulty froB easiest to aost difficalt)i 

**SoBS people ssy timt politics and goreniBeat are so 
complicated that ti» average asa camiot really under* 
stand what is going on« Bov about local issues in 
this toen or part of the countryt How well do yon 
nnderstand theaf 

"Suppose a regulation were being conaidered by (SBSCXFY 
UOST LOCAL arnmOiWlAh UHXTi TQifN, VJUMS, Etc.) which 
you considered vezy unjust or harafoli what do you think 
you could do? (iF N^BED) Anything else?" 

"If such a ease arose, h»w lihely is it t^at you would 
actually do something alKiut it?** 

"If you laade sa effort to change this regulation how 

likely is it that y«»u would succeed?" 

"Have you ever done anything to try to influence a 
local decision?" 

For a fuller explanation of the construction of this scale « 
eee the footnote on pp* 231-236 of Alaond and Verba, The 
Civic Culture . Princeton University Press, 1983 (hardbound 
edition). 

0* Low Subjective Coo^etence 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. High Subjective Coa^etence 
No Answer 



10 
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naiU^ 8t>t«« - S»ei*li«>ti«a Index 

Bu«d on reiponsei to the fell owing four questions f 

"As TOtt were groviag vsp, let's mvy vben you were sround 
16, how ■neh iofluei^e do you rsMidier hswiug in tsmily 
decisions af fee ting yoursplf • Did you hsre Mteh inilueneef 
sone, or none «t silt** 

"At arotti^ the ssw tW, it s (fs»ily) dseision were 
■ad0 that you didn*t liJce, did yeu £e«l free to eooplain, 
did you feel % little uneasy alH»ut eoi^>lainiiis or was it 
better not to eoaplain?" 

"In soBie schools the children are enoourafed to discuss 
end debate political and social issuss and to Baki up 
their own ainds* Bom wss it in yonr school— -how auoh 
* chance did the children have to eatress i 4ir opinions— 
a lot, some or none at all?" 



"In soae secondary schools the students participate in 
running sehocl affairs*— in others, the teachers decide 
everything. How was it in your ichool— did the students 
participate a gx«at deal, eoae, very little, or not at all?" 

The socialization index was constructed by scoring individuals 
according to the nnaber of experiences 'with the deoocratie 
process which they had had while growing upt (A no answer on 
one or tvo questions was counted as one-4ialf positive response, 
with rounding toward the extreae categories*) 

1* High deiaocratic socialisation experinnee - 4 positive responses 



5» No experience with the deiaoeratic process ~ No positive response 
0* No answer on three or more questions 



- 3 positive responses 

- 2 positive responsas 

- 1 positive response 



4 
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2fiaib«r Cod* 



Baaed on the ntubor o£ pooitivo roopomoo to tiM folloviog 
four quasi ions I 

"SoBA imoplo mti^ tliAt aott pooplo e«a bo trostod. 
Otliors My you e«aH bo too oaroful in yoor doalingt 
vitb people. How do yoa feel about itt" ("Host 
people can be truated" is a poaitlTo reaponao*) 

**Spcaking generally, would you aay thot mat people 
are sore inclined to iwlp otber»t or aore inclined 
to look out for tteaaelves?" ("ICore inclined to help 
otbers** is a positive response*) 



"If you don't watch yourself, people will take advantage 
f you, Do you agree or disagz^e with thatf " ("Disaipree" 
s a positive reaponao.) 



5 



"No one is going to cars mich whmt bapptnt you^ 

when you get ri^t down to it* Do you agree or dieegree 

with that?*' (^Dieagree** ie a poeiti^e respo£iee«) 

(^OonH I&iow** and No Anewer^ reaponaea vere ooun^d aa on^ 
half positive reapoaae, with rounding toward the ejctrene 
categories,) 

1. High Truat (four poaitiwe reaponaei) 

2« (three poaitive rea^naea) 

3* (two poaitive reaponaea) 

4* (one poaitive reaponae) 

5» Low Truat (no poaitive reaponaea) 

9» DouH Know or No Anawer on three or more queatioua 
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Ctftig 



IMit»d Statea - OrganiaationaX Participation 

Are you a aeaber of any orgaaisatiexu nov^trade or labor 
uBiontt businota organisationat aoeial groi^y profeaaional 
or fant orgaaisationat eooporativof , fratamal or vateraa'a 
groupoi athiatic olabay political, chaffitablat ciTio or 
religiooa orgcaisationa— or any othar orgaoixad groupT (IF 
NEEDS)} Which onaat 

(IF A USUSm OF SOiffi OH&ANXZiTXON Nmf)i "Hm fou •w Uw 
an officer in tfaia (ono of those) organiiatioaft/Y" 

la Belonga to one orgaoisatioa asd haa bean an officer 

2« Belongs to ima organisatioaa aad haa been an officer 

3« Belonga to three organ iaationa asid haa bean an officer 

4. Belcmga to four or aore orgaaiaationa 9ad haa been an 

officer 

K« Belongs to one organ ixation asd haa nerar bean an officer 

6« Belonga to two organiaationa and has wnv b«ea an officer 

7, Belonga to three organisations and haa noTfir been an of floor 

8. Belongs to four or aore organiaationa a&d haa never bean 

an officer 

0« Belongs to no organiaationa 
No Answer, Dou't knov 



United States - Kaowledge of Public Officials 

When a new President comes into office, one of the first 
things he must do is apiraint people to cabinet poaitiona. 
Could you tell me what sooe of these cabinet positions are? 
Can you nas» aay othera? (PBOBE UNTIL BESFONDB^ KKOWS NO 
UOBE. CODB IN TEfflS OF Himm COBBSCT. ACCEPT AS COBBECT 
EJTSm HAm OF CABINXST POSITION SUCB AS '^SECmSAaX OF TB£ 
TBEASUKY" OB NAME OF DEPABTUES^T SUCH AS "TBSASUBY* OB "STATE*.) 

6a One correct 

7# fmo correct 

8m Three correct 

9« Four correct 

0« Five or acre correct 

None named or none correct | don*t know 

4*» O^er 



:i3 
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CoXim 

Soabiir Coda 

23 United St»t»« - Pttliticul. pTty Pyf»r«nc» 

Baa«d on the following qintstioBSi 

"How we woiald lite to know thing; about ifoor ptfty 
preiorenct and how yon wot«« Do yen eonsidor youmlf « 
mwf^Ttmr of m partieular political par^ 0Meb partyt) 
(IF NBCSSam TO EXFUIN "SlffPOim" SftXi Ho yon think of 
yonraalf conorally aa a Dtaoeratt a Bapnhlieaat fiidapandant 
or whatf )" 

(if BaspondMit does not aup^rt a party) t "Toward which 
party do you loiaf** 

(if Beopoiuleat oupporto or loans ^ward a par^)i "Arc ^u 
a noBbor of way political club or organiaatifmt (Vhieh 
elttb or organisation is thatt)** 

"Hare you ever boon active in a political canpai gn—- that iff 
have you worked for a candidate or party # contributed noney, 
or done eoy other aotiTO workt** 

Im Aetive OoMocrate - aenbera of Deaoeratio clubs or organiaationa 

ai^ Deaoeratio stqp^rtera who ha<re been 
active in campaigns 
2* Non-active Oeaoerata - others mb» support or lean toward 

the Seaocratic par^ 
3« Active jBepubiieans «- aeabers of BepvOiliean olnbs or 

organisationa aikl Bapuhlicsn supporters 
who have been active in ca^yaipia 
4. Non-act ive Republicans - others who siqaport or lean toward 

tl» Bepubliosn party 

7« Other party 
3» No party 

9m Don't know, no answer 



24 United atatee - Attention to Political and Goverpaental Affairs 

Do you follow the accounts of political and govemaental 
affaire I would you si^ you follow then regularly f from tiae 
to tiae, or never? 

• 

Im Begularly 

2* From time to tiiae 

3. Other 

4* Never 

6. Don't know) Hk 

11 1 
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26 10bit€d 8t»t>« - Pgidt An Country 

leaking g«n«r«ll7p lAmt m iba things ii]»oat tliis country 
tb&t you «r« aost proud of on 4Mriot&f " 

(Sotpondontt coold aiation ■•▼oral tidsgs they woro proud 
of About thoir oomtxy* Xb tUo eodOf priori^ giToa 
to aeations of too politieal-logol igrotM iod tte oooaosio 
syoto«, OS dofiaod in eodos 1 sad 8* Zbsroforoi if s 
rospoadont atstioasd oitlior or botli of thoaoy Iw i»s oodod 
ss * if 2 1 or 3t ovoa tbon^ be aii^t wlto hsro^SMitionod 
otiior sspocts of tiM ooantry ineludod in eedss 4 sad 5* 
Soeond priority wm givoa to otbor poliey roi«tod lions - 
tiuito rospoi^tsats (oo^ 4) nij^t bsTo iwniionod topies 
ineludod in eo«ki Sf Imt did not aontion oitbsr tJM politiesl' 
logs! or oeimonie systons*) 

1* Politicsl-logsl sys^mt froodoas* diMorsoyt justieo* 
politiesi stsbilityt poseo 

2« JgeoBoaie sy stoat oco&onic growth f obsnoo to sdranoOt 
•am « liTingt indnstrisl progress 

3. Botb politiesl-logsl syston snd oeojiUNsio i^toa 

4* Otbtr things rslstod to govomnsntal polio ios - sooisl 
logislstien or national strongth snd ii^opondencef (no 
Htstioa of 1 or 2 sbovt) 

6. Other aspteta of eountiyt eontrihntions to scieneo or 
eolture, ipiritual raXtiast oharaotoristies of people or 
physical attribntos of conntryi (no nsntion of 1, 2* or 
4 above) 

0. Nothing 

DonH Imov, No ansver 
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26 l&iitil Strnf - Ifork Sitaation 

BMsd on th« fellwviBg tvo qutatiimt 

"Wo*d to find oat hem dooioioiui aro aadt on your 
job* Ito doeioions an Mdo affoetiag your o«b work, 
do thoM in antlwri^ oTor yen oror eoaoii],t yon nbont 
thoMY Oo tboy nonally eonanlt yon, do ttoy oowotinoo 
consult you, dots^thia lu^p^ raroly or aro yon noTor 
conaaltodt" ("usually*' and *<son»tiMB eonsaltsd" aro 
liositivo ro^ottsos) 

* 

"If a dociflion woro nsde af footing your ovn work that 
you disagrood vith atroagly, i^t would you do-»would 
you fool froo to oonplainy would yon fool imoasy about 
ooi^lainingi or it it bottor to aoeopt tbo dooiaioa and 
not eoj^lain?" ("fool froo to eoiplain" is a positiTO 
rtspocso) I 

1* High influoQco in dt c im ioo-aakixig on job -'two positive 

rosponsoo 

2 m Usditts influoneo in doeision-naking on job - on« pooitivo 

roaponse 

3. Low influonee in deeiiion-«aking on job - no poaitivo 

raaponao 

9, Inappropriate - Beapoad«it ia unai^Ioyad or baa 

in authority orer him on job 

No Answer or doa^t kiio« to one or both queetionj 
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W« would lilGB to iiad out araotbing about yvar odaoAtioii. 
Bov far did you ^t witb your •daet.tiont (F90BE t& FIHD 
HICai&ST LEVEL iSTTAXNES) 

0« No schooling 

i* ObO - four fOMTS 

2* FiTO - soToa yoan 

3« Eii^t yoaro 

4* Nino - oloTtn yoara 

6» TvoIto y««ra 

6« Oho - tkrae eollogt 

7* Col lege grsdoate 



Haitod Statco - Cowroity Sigo 

Sise of town whore iatorriew t«lws ploeo 

7« Less than 6,000 

a, 6,000 - 10,000 

9. 10,000 - 20,(m 
0, 20,000 - 60,000 

60,000 - 100,000 
*, 100,000 and over 



Uaitod State ■ •» Incoa» 

ind laot question ia about taaily iueoae* Adding 
toge^er the whole faaily ineeae, as well as any other 
ttouey the faadly here say have reeeiwed froa pons ions, 
nne^ployi»nt eofl^iensation, or other aouroes— in which one 
of these general groups did the total ineoae of your fanily 
fall during the last twelve uonths-^before taxes, that is? 
(HAND BBSPOmBfT BLUE GABD) 

4. Under $1,000 

6. $l,(m - $1,899 
0. $2,000 - $2,999 

7. $3,000 - $4,909 

8. $6,000 - $7,499 

9. $7,600 - $9,999 
0. $10,000 - $14,999 
~. $16,000 and over 

4>« Don't know - refuse to answer} Hk 



Colom 

Kwbr Cade 



30 tfoiit«d Stiit«» - OceoiMitiim of Stuiioiidlent 

!• Prof ess ionftXt Mglior nanaij^mmt 

2* l^priotoirt 

3* Vhite collar worlnr 

4* Skilled worlnrf f^reaan, operative & Idadnidt aervioe 
vorker 

5* Unskilled worker* private hoiisel»ld worker 

6* Faxn owner, tenaatp shareezopper 

7« Fans laborer 

8« Housewife 

9« Retired, disabled 

0* Student 

•f • Uae alloyed 
No answer 



31 United States - Age 

How old are you? 
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6. 


KA 




6. 


IB 


- 26 


T. 


26 


- 30 


9, 


31 


- 35 


9. 


36 


*• 40 


0. 


41 


- 60 


■"• 


51 


- 60 


*, 


60 


and over 



32 United States - Hegion of Country 

1* New England States 

2. Middle Atlantic States 

3* South Atlantic (including D.C.) 

4« Eaat South Central States 

6. East North Central States 
B, West North Central States 

7. West South Central States 

8. Ifountain States 
9^ 9. FMifio States 
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33 iSmvmasF P—ocrntie Attitod«« IndtK 

BM«d on rtcpoQsec t« tin fwXloviai two qii»»ti«aai 

that it eaiiMa m aeeh bittviMMi aai is ss mmilislils 
tlist vs*A t»s bsttsr sff vitbsut it. Vbst &o ymi think 
—is it nssfisd sr vsald «s bs bsttsr off vitlMiit itt" 

Nesdsd - esdsd mm m prs-dsaserstic rtspco&ss 

Bsttsr off without it - codsd ss sa SBti-4sBocrstie 

rsspoass 

Xt dsp«idSf stiisrt dooH kasv • oodsd mm No Aiisvsr 

"A fsw stronf losers voiald do «oro for tMa eouatry thsa 
sll ths ls»s snd tsllc*" So fou sgrss or dissfrooT 

Agrss - eodsd ss sa mti-dssBorstie rssfMUss 
Dissgrst - eodsd ss & firo-dMwerstie rssponss 
Otlisrf doiii't Imow - eodsd ss No Asummr 

ladsae code i 

1. High - bwQ pro--dsaoerstie rssponsss 

2« - oae pro-dsaoerstie rssponss mat ons Ho Mxanmr 

3. - ons pro«dwoerstie rssponss sad ons snti-deaoerstie 

rssponss 

4* - ons snti<-dsBoerstie rsspoass sod ens No Inavsr 

5« Low - two snti-dsnoerstie rssponsss 
8. Ho anmrer •* two no saswer rss]K>iiees 
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ColtOB 

34 Qtwapy - Sobiactiv Coapatttaee Sole 

Thim is • reprodnotiott of the «iibj«etiira ooii|i«t«B6t scale 
used in the saslysls in QiTic Cnl^re h^r Mriel Aloond 
and Sidney Verba. It represents respradents* seeres «m a 
Gnttaaa Seale of iSm fellowing fire questions (in order of 
diffieuXty fr«» easiest to Mst diffiealt)! 

"Sow people that polities and gOTemsint are so 
eoi^lieated tbat tlw aTerSft mm oannet really under- 
stand what is going on» Sow about loeal issues in this 
town or part of the eountryt Bow well do yon imderatand 

then?" 

"Suppose a regulation were being eonsidered fey (SFSCXFT 

MOST mm, GGmsmmL mm tcmKv yxUiA^s, mc.) which 

you eonsidered very unjust or harafuly mimt do you t-hty *V 
you eould do? (IF M^HED) Anything eleet" 

"If such a eaae arose, how likely is it that you would 
aetually do soaething about it?" 

"If you Made an effort to change this regulation how 
liicsly is it that you would suceeedf" 

"Have you ever done anything to try to influenee a loeal 
decision?" 

For ft fuller alienation of the eonstruetion of this scale, 
see the footnote on pp. 231-^30 of Alaond and Verba, The 
Ciric Culture . Princeton UniToreity Preee, 1963 (hardbound 
edition,) 

0. Low Objective Cci^tence 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

6, High Subjective Coa^tenee 
No ioswer 
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Coiwao 

BM«d m r«apoac«s tp th» follovinc foor q,iuiftioiuii 

16 a tw* Mifih iofluractt do you roaoalMr bsriiic in fMUy 
doeisioiui aiioeting yonrsolf • Did iiKto mnoh inflii«aoo« 
■mwt «r noito *i •lit" 

"At «roiiii& tito MM tiao. if « (faailj) doeiaioa wore 
■•do tbmt you didn't lite, did you fool froo to ooHpl«in» 
did you fool • littlo mow^ oboiit eoaplaining it 

bottor not to eoaplainf** 

% *Im mom oobools tho ebildroa «re ooeoarogi^ to diocuoo 

^ and dsbftto |Militiool tsd ooeiml iooiioo oad to mIw up 

thoir own »iiid«« Bbv m« it ia your sotool— i»w ■nch 
ohoneo did tbo ehildroa iimvo to osprooo titoir opiniono 
— a lot, ooaOf or a«{io mt ftll?" 

"In ooBB cceottdory teiioolo th« otodoato |«rtioiiAto in 
maainf oeliool •ffoirs— in otSwro, tito toaohoro doeido 
OTorythiag* B»w voo it in your oehool— did ^o otisdonta 
portieipato • groat doal* ooiMt* vory littlo, or not at oil?** 

T^o social isatioB indox was eonotraetod by oooring individuals 
according to tbo nuabor of o^erioneos witb'^tbo deaoeratie 
proisoso vliicb tbey bad bod vbilo growing l^lt (A no answor on 
OBO or tvo questions was eotmtod as o&o-balf positive response* 
witb rounding toward tbo oxtroM catogorioo*) 

1, Higb deaoeratie social isation escperience -> 4 positive responses 
2* - 3 l^sitive responses 

3* - 2 positive responsoa 

4. - 1 positive response 

5. No experience with the deBocratic process - No positive response 
9. No answer on three or nore questions 



V 
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Coluaa 



36 Sejwuny " frait 



B«««& oa iba mmbar of potitiT* responsta to tho folloviag 
four queatioBtt 

'*SoBe poople My thftt B»ot poople can bo tn^tod* 
Othero oay you eoaH bo too earofnl in your doalingt 
with pooplow Hov do yoa fool about itt" ("Moot 
poopio eaa bo traatod** is a pooitlTo roopoiiM*) 

"Spealdttg i^at rally f voald you aagr that «oot poeple 
aro a»ro iuolisod to bolp othors, or aero inolliiod 
to look out for tl^aBolTot?** ("libre iaeliaod to isolp 
otton" is a pasitivo roaponse*) 

"If yoa donH wateb y^raraolf , poopio will taloi advantago 
of you. Do jrou afroo or diaagrao vitb that?" ("Ditagroe" 
is a poaitiTo roapoaae.) 

"No one it iping to earo auch what toppono to youy 
ifhBU you got rigbt doaa to it* Do you agroa or diaagroe 
with that?** (**Diaagroe" ia a pooitivo rotponae*) 

("Don't laow" "No Abawor" reaponaaa vara ooimto aa 
one*-balf poaitivo roapoaao, with roundisg tovard tb^ 
extroae eatogorioa*) 

1* High Truat (four pooitivo rosponsoa) 

2» I throe poaitivo roopooaet) 

3» (tiro positiTO reapouaea) 

4* toao poaitiro roapouao) 

6* Low Trust (no poaitivo reapoaaoa; 

9m Don't imow or No Aoawer on throo or naore queationa 



ERIC 



ir« yen a MMl^tr of way orcft&iiatioiui mnf^^Bim or labor 
oaiono, baiinoaa orgaaiiotions, aocial group*, profosoional 
or fMB orgenixatlonst coojperatiYost frataisal or yatoraa^i 
^1^8, athlatie elnbay pelitieal, ebaritaUa, eiTie or 
roligioaa orgaaixationa— ^r any otbor ergnixad grot^T (IF 
Umm) Wkieh anoaf 

(XF A Umsm OF SfHIE tS^mZkSmi mtU msw yaa OTor 
baen an offioor in this (osia af tbaat) or^iiisatioii(s)f" 

1* Baloags to ono orgaoiaatiosi and baa batn aa offieor 
2* Belmigo to tao or^niaatioaa aad bai bom aa off iear 
S« Beloagi to tiirec orgacisationo aad lm» baaa aa officer 

4. Boloogi to foor or aoro 02^aaisat£oas ood haa be«i aa 
offiear 

5. Beioaga to one orgaaicatioa and haa never been an officer 
6« BaXonga to tvo orgnisatioaa aaH htm nmrmr baon aa off iear 
7* 3«longa to tbrao orgaaiaatioas aad isaa navtr been aa officer 
8. Baloaga to four or aoro orgaaiaatioaa and haa aavor been 

aa officer 

0, Belongs to ao organ iisations 
No Ansrmer, Don't i&M»w 



Gogaaioy ~ ^owledge of Pablic Qfficiala 

When a new Cbaacellor comes into office, one of the firat 
thiaga he auat do is i^poiai people to cabinet poaitiona and 
aixiiatriea. Coold yoa toll ne what aoau of thaaa cabiaet 
poaitiona araf (IP NEEDED) Can you naae aay otbera? (PBOBE 
UKTIL il£3P(^£2«T N4ICIS FIVE CABINET POSITIONS OB UNTIL 
B£SF<MIEN'7 MOWS NO U9BE. COBE IN TmiS OF NOCBEB O0BBS(^. 
MSCSn iS COBBECf EITHEB mm OF CABINBf FOSITION SDCH AS 
"CEiNCmi>E OF THE SUmEQUEB** OB "FOBEIQf SBCBETAEr," OB NAUE 
OF THE iONISTBY SUCH MS "TSEASUBY" OB "FQBEIQf OFFICE.**) 

6, One eorract 

7. fwo correct 
S* Three oorrect 
S. Four correct 

0. Five or acre correct 

Hone naised or none correct* DonH know 
+, Other 

12 } 
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Code 



Gmsmay - j^litieal Party J?xmtmv%nc9 
BM«d oa tbfi follmriag qwstiftiui 

<*Now V8 vould XiiflB to find out fOMthiag about your party 
preference and how you voto* Are you eorrontly a sMdMr of 
aay political part^r or orgaaixationf ** 

"Do you consider yoiurself a aoppox^r of Koj particular 
politieal party?" 

1» Active SH> - BMaibera of SPD a 

2* Kon-actiTO SH) - ot^r ai^portcra of S9PD 

3« Active CfiO/CSU - aealwra of CIKJ/C^ 

4* Non-active CDU/(^ - otiwr i^portora of OXJ/C^ 

5, FBP - BBBbara and aixppartars of 9SP 

6* IIP - ■enbore aad •i:^portera of OP 

7* Othar pajrtiea 

8* No party 

9. Don't Imow 

*• Jiefueed to say 



Geraagy - Attentioa to Politieel and Govenuaental Affaira 

Xto you follow the aocounti of political and governnental 
affairs { would yon soy you follow then rogolarlyt fion 
timo to tinOf or never? 

i » Begularly 

2« Froa tiiaii to time 

3, Other 

4. Never 

5« Don*t ksow 
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^vmbmr Code 



*^ CegMBpy - Pride in Cotmf.ry 



^peaking generally, what are the things about thia country 
that you are most proud of as a Germaa? 

{Baapondents could iKutiou eoTeral tbingi tfaay were proud 
of about thexr country. In this code, priority m giv»n to 
a«ntiona of the political-legal .y.t«i id th. econoSc 
ayeteo, aa defined in codes 1 and 2. Therefore, if a 
reapondeat oentioned either or hoih of the.e, he wae coded 
as a 1, 2, or 3, even though he might aeo hmre mentioned 
other aspects of the coantry included in codes 4 and 5. 
Second priority was given to othar policy related Item - 
theae respondents (code 4) «i|^t have mentioned topics 
incited in code 5, but did ^ mention either the political- 
legal or economic systeas.) 

1. Political-legal systeai freedoms, desocracy, justice, 
political stability, peace * 

2. Economic syatemi economic growth, chance to advance, 
earn a living, industrial progress 

3. Both political-legal system and economic system 

4. Other things related to govemmenta policies - social 
legislation or national strength and independence a 

(no B»ntion of 1 or 2 above) 

5. Other aspects of countzyi contributions to science and 
culture, spiritual values, characteristics of people or 
physical attributes of country? (no mention of 1. 2. or 
4 above) ' * 

0, Nothing 

Don't know, No answer 
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Code 



42 




Gernagy - Work Situation 

Based on the following two qofittionsi 

'We'd like to find out how decisions art mmde on your 
job. When decisions sre aade sffeetinc yonr oen work, 
do those in onthnrii^ orer yon ever eonsnit yon shout 
them? Do they nsnally consult yoUf do they sonetiacs 
consult you, does this happen rsrely or are you never 
consulted?** (''usually" and "soaietiass consulted** are 
positive responses) 

"If a decision were i^e affecting your o«n work that 
you disagreed with strongly, what would you do — would 
you feel free to coii$lain» would you feel uneasy about 
coa^ilaiQingt or ia it better to accept the decision and 
not eoB^lain?" ("feel free to ei»^lajjEi" is a positive 
response) 

1. High influence in docision-niakuig on job - two poaitive 

reaponses 

2» Medium id^fluenc^ in decision-^akise on job - oae positive 
^ response 

3. Low influence in deeiaion^saking on job - no positive 

response 



d. Inappropriate - Beapoi^ent is. unenplo^ned or has no one 

in authority over him on job 

No inawer or don*t know to one or both queationa 
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We would lite to find out ttoaft tiling abottt your tdiie«tion« 
Sow far did you got vith your Muctttiont ' (FftOBE TO FXND 
HIOiEa!! LEVEL i3!TA2Ma>) 

7, No sobooling— ooae ftt all 
8» Friaalry a^iool 
9m Saooadaijr achool 
0« t&iiTaraity 

Otiwr 
•*■« DonH kaov 



Gerwany - Coawaiuaity Size 

Sise of tova where iaterview takes place 

8, Leas tbaa 5*000 
8. 5,000 - 20,000 
0. 20,000 - 50,000 

60,000 - 100,000 

100,000 and over 



Geraany - IncoBie 

MBnneB Sie bitte Ihr B^natliehea FajnilieneiiiieoflBen euhand 
der folgeoden Einkoanensgruppienuig sofsebezi? (K&RTE) 

4. A bis unter 150 DM 

5. B 150 bis imter 250 DU 

6. C 250 bis unter 350 DU 

7. D 360 bis unter 500 OU 
8* S 500 bis unter 760 JM 
9. F 750 bis unt^r lOOOIHi 
0« G 1000 bis unter 1500IH< 

H 1500 W, und mehr 

Weiss Dieiit/Angabe verweigert 



of B»»pond«ttt 

2« wall busliiffM (mnwt paricer) 

3. /White eollar n^rletr 

4* Skilled vorlfsr, ertiean 

5. l&nekilled worker , doaeetic worker 

8« Bofuimrife 
9* Betired 
0. Student 

I&iei^loyed 

Otlusr 



Ger»emr - Age 

How old ore you? (BiSCO^ £XiCT AQE AMD CO^) 



6. 


18 




26 


7. 


2d 




30 


8* 


31 




35 


9. 


3d 




40 


0. 


41 




50 




51 




60 




60 


80d 1 



Oeraeay - Begion of Country 

8. Sohleewi^oletein - Lovor Sezony 

9. Nortbem Bhine, Wectpbalie, Bhiuelend - Folfttinete 
0* Beese - Beden-Woertenberg 

Bsmia 
4« BM^urg - BrejwB 



^5- < 

Italy - P— ocrfttift Attitwa«« |pAt» 

B«Md on respoasM to tb* folloving qnsstioaat 

"SoM p«opl« ImI that cwip«fgnli!g is nt»dad so tli« 
pultlie em Judgt eaadidatcs and Otbtra My 

that it emamB so Mieh bitt«n»«« wd im B9 vasmlMH 
that wa*d b« tettar off without it» What do yoa think 
— ia it nsadod or would wo bo bottor off without it?" 

Nooded » codtd aa a pro--dcBoeratio iroapwuao 

jBetter off without it - oodod aa an aati-^oaocratie 

roapcmao 

It depends , other » don't Imov - coded aa No inawor 

few fltroog le«lora would do mov for thia country than 
all the Ins sod talk*** Do you agroo or diaagroo? 

Agroe - eodsd aa aa anti-^aooratic roaponao 
Disagree eodod as a pro-dMoeratio roaponae 
Other I don*t Imcm « coded aa No ^svor 

< 

Indei: eode i 

la High - two pro-*dew>erati6 rtsponMe 

3« - one pro-doMieratie rtaponat and ont anti-^eAoeratie 

4« a&e aati-^Mo^ratie raspooise eod one No Mmwr 

5 a Low - two anti«^ew>cratic roaponaoa 
9« No aniwer two no asiiwer rooponsoi 
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Cod« 



Iflv - 8iibj>etiT« CoMMfnet Sol* 

this is ft Mprodttatioa of ti» sobJtetiTS eoi^tsiie* seals 
«ssd in tbs suslsrsis in Civis CttlLtnrs ligr Gsbrisl ULmanA 
sad SidDDy Vsrbs* It rsprstsats rsspsndsnts' seorss oa a 
Gattasn Scsls of tlis followiBg fivs qosstioBS (in ordsr of 
diff ieolty frost sssisst to aost diff ieii3lt)f 

**SoM peopls tbst politics snd govsmstnt srs so . 
Gwqiiicstsd thst ths STtrags bmbii osnnot rsslly ondsi^ 
f tsud iHist is going on* Sam sbont local issnss In 
this tosn or part of ths country? How vsU ^ you 
undsrstsod tbea?" 

"Suppose a regulation wore bsing considsrsd Iby (SECCIFST 

liosf LOCAL mimofsmML mi£% tonn. vmAcs, £ic«) 

irtiieh you cons^rsd very unjust or hsnefal, s^iat do 
you think you could do? (XF NEEDED) Anything else?" 

**Xf such a case arose » how liicely is it that you would 
ootaally do s^wthing about it?" 

"If you made an. effort to change thie regulation how 
liiffily is it that you would succeed?" 

"Have you ever done anything to try to influence a 
local decision?** 

For a fuller explsnation of the construction of this scale t 
tee the footnote on pp. 231^3d of Alaond ai|d Verba* Bie 
Ciwic Culture « Princeton IMi^ersity Presii 1063 (hardbound 
edition*) 

0* Low Subjective pompetence 

1* 

2* 

3* 

4* 

5* High Subjective CoB^tence 
No Answer 
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Italy - Soeial.i«>tioa IndesE 

Basttd on rsi^oiuitta iM the folXovinf four qiuttioBBi 

"As you «tr« grovinc vq^, ltt*« Mgr idi«n Jt»u witr* ftromid 
iSt liow Mieli iafliM]ie« do you r«MMdb«r ttwring la fviUy 
dseisions affvetinfi yotsr««lf« Did yott lunrt aHcJi iafli&ttiMi 
■OMt or Bontlpt ftllf 

**At aroiKid tte mum tiwt if « (f^aily) dsoisioa it*r« 
Mde 'Uuit you didnH liloii did yoa fo«l fx«« to coq^l«iii» 
di^ yoa fool • littlo unoaoy about ttMpTainlnf or was it 
bottor not to ooaplAia?** 

ooM oehoolo tlio eliildroii aro encouracod to diacttao 
aod debate political and aoeial iaaiiaa and to mtk» up 
titeir ova sisida* Bow waa it in your aoteiol— meh 
eiumee did the ebildron hare to e^reaa tiwir opiniona 
"* —-a lot, eoaa or none at all?" 



"Id aeae •econdary aohoolo the atudenta participate in 
numiog acIu>ol affaire— in otberat tlie taadwra decide 
everything* How vaa it in your eehool«--4id the atudente 
participate a great deal* soae, very little, or not at all?" 

The eocialization index waa eonatnicted by ecoring indiriduala 
according to the noniier of e:q>eriencei with the de»oil|ptic 
proeeaa which they had had iriiile growing (A no anawer on 
one or two q|ueetiona waa counted aa one»half poaitive reeponae, 
with rounding toward the extrene eategoriea*) 

1. High denocratic socialisation experience - 4 positive reaponaea 

2. - 3 positive reaponaea 
3« - 2 positive reaponaea 
4. - 1 positive response 
6* No experience with the deiaocratie process - No positive response 
9« No answer on three or au>re questions 
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Italy « Tawtti ladmx 

BMvd on Urn aiialMr of positirs r««|KmM« to iiMi folloviog 
four qosatiosuii 

"SoM ptoplt 99^ that MMt i^opio «ia te tnutod* 
OtiMn My yoa can't bt too eartfol la yvur dtaliagt 
^ vith poopio* Bow do you fool #boat itt** ("ifeot 
poopit can bo traatod" la a ^aitiva roapMiaa.) 

"Spoaldat gosorally, would ym aagr that aoat pooplo 
art aorc inelinod to holp othoTOf or worm inellsuid 
to look ottt for^^MOlToif* ("libro laoliaod to bolp 
others" is a poaitivo roapimio*) 

"If you do&H watoh youraolf , pooplt will tales adiraatago 
of you. Do you agroe or diaagree witli thatt** ("Disagroo** 
is a positivo reaponae*) 

"No eoo is going to ears smoh atiat hi^^iia to yoa» ofaon 
you ^t rii^t down to it* Oe you sgroe or disagrOo with 
that?** (Disagroe** is a positive response.) 

("D(m*t Know" and "No Answer" responsos were counted as one- 
half positive response » with rounding toward estrone 
categories.) 

Im High Trust {fovr positive responses) 

2« t three positive responses) 

3* (two positive rosponMs) 

4* (one positive rosponss) 

6. Low Trust (no positive responses; 

9« Don't know or No Answer on three or nore qp&ostiona 



132 



Am you ft BftHbcr of my orgftaisftticmft now— trftd« or labor 
unioxuiy bttftintM orfftnisfttioiui f soeial groups , proftiftiooftl 
or fam orgftfiisfttioosy coopftrfttiTast frattmail or «tt«raia*a 
groups t ftthlotie 6liilMi« political » eharitalilaf oiTic or 
« roligioua orgaoiaatioas—or aoy othar organiii^f^jroupt (ZF 
NESpiD) WhieSi onoaT 

(IF A USimm, or SOKE QBmtimim mih «Bavi y^u mr 
bean aa officer in tbia (ona of tiMaa) orgaiiisatioii(t)T** 

in Balooga to one erganiaatioii «od baa baau an offiear 

2. Baioaga to tvo organiiatioaa and baa baan aa offiear 

3. Bcloaga to thraa orgaoiaationa wul baa bata aa offiear 

4. Balonga to four or aora orgaaisatioaa aad baa bata aa 

officer 

6* Beloaga to ooa orgaBiaati<»s aad baa aoTor baes a& offiear 

6. Beloagt to tvo ori^iaatioaa aad baa ntver baea aa officer 

7. Beloaga to tbree orgaaisatioaa aad baa aa^r baea aa o£ficer 

8. Beloaga to four or aora orgaaizatioaa aad baa aever baea 
aa officer 

U. Uelongs to no orgaaisatioaa 
No Answer, Don't Maow 



Italy - Kaowledge of Public Uffieials 

When « new Priiae Minister coses into office, one of tbe 
first tbingo be met do it i^ipoint people to cabinet potitioas 
aad minittries. Could you tell ae vbat aone of tbete cabinet 
potitioas are? (IF NEEDED) Can you aaaa say others? (PBOBE 

imiL mmsnms mm five cabinkt positions qb until bespdk- 

ims MSQSfiS NO yOBE. CQDl^ in TKEUS of NUUBEIi COBBSCt. ACCEPT 
AS COfiHECT EI'fHEE KAllE OF CABINET POSITION SIJCH AS "CmNCEUiOB 
OF TSB EiCCHEQUEB" OH "FOB£I®l SUK^HETABY,** OB KAliE OF THE 
MINISTBY SUCH AS "TBEASUBY" OR "FOBSIGW OFFICE.") 

6. One correct 

7. Two correct ' 
6m Tbree correct 

9. Four correct 

0. Five or more correct 

None naioed or none correct. !k>nH know 
4>* Other 
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Italy - Political Party pgeferencse 



Based on followinig qtiestionst 



**Now we would like to find out aojo»thiiig about your party 
preference aiul how you vota« Are you currently « iwaber 
of any political party or organ i^tioD?^ 



"00 you consider yourself a supporter o| any particular 



!• Active PSI ^ loe^r of PSl j 

2^ Non**active 1^1 * others i^o supper^ or lean toward I^I 

3« Active DC members of UC 

4« Non-*active others who support or leaa toward DC 

5* Active PCI ^ meEsbers of PCX 

6* Non-*active PCI ^ others who suppcitt or lean toward PCI 

7« PSOI caemberSf supporters and those who lean toward FSl 

8. PLI - BiefiaberSf si^porters and tho^e who lean toward PliI 

9« ilSI - cumbers » supporters and tho^e who lean toward ySI 

4-« PHI I lft>Nt other parties 

0» No party 
I^)nH imow 



Ital^; - Attention to Political and Goverxiipeiital Affairs 

Xio you follow the accounts of political and goveromental 
affairs? would you say you follow them reguiarlyi from t 
to tim;?! or never? 



political party? 



^*Toward which political party do you lekn?*^ 




1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 



9. 



Regularly 

Trum time to time 

Other 

Never 

Don * t know 

NA 



/ 



i 
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Italy ^ Pridft in Countiy 

Shaking general ly« vhat are the things about thia country 
tl^t you are laost proud of aa an Italian? 

(Eeapondenta could mention several things tlwy «tere proud 
of about their country* In this codey priority ima given to 
oentions of *Jie political-legal system and the economic 
systemt as defined in codes 1 and 2« ThereforCi^ if a 
respondent mentioned either or both of these # was coded 
as a 1« 2t or 3, even though might also h&ve mentioned 
other < aspects of the country included in codes 4 ana 5* 
Second priority was given to other policy related itesw - 
these res{K»i^ent8 (code 4) mi^t have tutttioned topics 
included in cod^' 5y but did not imntion ei^er the 
political^legal or economic systems*) 

Im Political«>legal ey&teart freedon^t democracy p justice t 
political stability, peace 

2« Economic syatemi economic growth t chance to advance ^ 
earn a livin*^, industrial progress 

3« doth politicals-legal aysteia and economic systtitn 

4» Utber things related to governmental policies - social 
legislation or national strength and independence! (no 
mention of i ur 2 above) 

5« Uthex* sapectB ii£ country s contributions to science or 
culture^ spiritual values^ chai*acteristiC8 of people or 
physical ut tributes of country i (no foention of If 2 ^ or 
4 above) 

0« Nothing 

Don't loiow, No answer 



V 

Colusm 

Kumlwr Code 

58 Italy ^ Work Situftticm 

\ Based on iiie foIlowioK two questioiisi 

"We*d like to fimi out how decitjioxi8-are made on your 
^ job. When deeisioitf are made affecting your oim work* 
do those in fikuthoriiy over you ever consult you about 
tbam7 Xto they uaually consult you« do they eoae times 
conault you, does this happen rarely ejr are you never 
consulted?" (^^usually" and "soiaetiisies consulted*' aro 
positive responses) 

^X£ a decision were made affecting your own work that 
you disagreed witb stronglyt what would you do<--would 
you feel free to co^laiiiy would you feel upeae y^ atK>ut 
complain i&gf or xb it letter to accept the decision and 
not complain?** (Teel free to cois^lain^ is a positive 
response) 

!• High influence in decisionmaking on job two positive 

responses 

2« Medium influence in decision-^ciaking on job - one positive 

response 

3« Low influence in decision^-^saking on job no positive 

response 

9m Inappropriate - Eespondent is unei^loyed or has no one 

in authority over him on job 

•-s No Answer or don't know to one or both questions 
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W« maisld I ill* to tmd out soMtMng sbout yoor edticttti<^a 
Haw fA? lUd jnom get mtth yms sducAtiimf (fBQBE TO f IND 



6* 








6. 








0. 










BoaH ioiow 



Sl3i« of towa wlM»re iiit«rrifw takia place 

8, Lttts tbaa S,000 

9. 5,000 - 20,CH)0 

0, ao,ooo - 60,000 

50,000 - 100,600 
4. 100,000 ifcnd over 



Potrebb® iafine indicarmi in quale di queate categoric 
(aegtx'are liata 11) rientra 11 reddito eos^leaaivo axmuo 
della sua feaiglia? 

4. mtm di 200.000 hi^ 

5. 200.000 - 399*999 Lire 

6. 400.00 - 699i999 Ure 

7. 70Q.00 - 999.996 Lire 

6. i.000.000 - X.4e9.899 Lire 

9. 1.600.000 - S.499.999 Lire | 

0. 2.500.000 - 4.999.999 Lire ' 

6.000.000 o piu 
<«•« tton so, rifittte a riapondere 



Itnly - Qc«5im»tion of tfg*pondeot 

1« Frofetsioiial, Stiver saix«geiM»iitf big business 

2* SoaXl busiiteafl (owner, psrtntr) 

3. White collar worker 

4* Skilldd workert lurtisoii 

5. Uiiskilled wortur, doiaestic servant 

6. Farm owner 

7. Farm worker, tenant 
8« Housewife 

9. lletired 

0« Student 

<*'• Unemployed 

<-. No an8Wer~-no occupation 



I taly - Age 

How old are you? (S&COHD S&ACT jm CODE) 

6. 18 - 2S 

7. S6 - 30 

8. 3i - 35 

9. 36 <- 40 
0. 41-60 

61-60 

60 and over 



Italy - fegion of Country 

9. North 
0. Center 
-. South 
lelande 



Q9Xvtm 

Kqabtr Cod* 



Bmud on rsapoiuies to tlM follovixig tvo qufistidsst 

"SoBB people t—l thmt etMpftifi&isc ic ittcM so tho 
public can Sv&fft emAidmt9B md icsiws* Otiwrs 
that it eauass ao muth bittarnaaa moA ia so uaraliAbla 
tliat va'd b« battar off without it. What do you think 
— ia it needed or would we be battar off without itf " 

Needed - oeded aa a pro-dfuac^ratic raaponaa 

Better off without it - eoded aa an aati-deaoeratie 

raaponae 

It depaodat otlwr, don't imow • eoded aa No Anaeer 

"A few strong leadara would do aora for this eountiy 
than all the lavs asod talk.** Do you a|gree or diaagree? 

Agree - ooded aa an aati-deaooratic reaponae 
Diaagree - eoded as a pro^««ioratie reaponae 
Other, donH know - coded aa No Answer 

IndeaE code t 

1. High - two pro-deaoe ratio responees 

2. ~ OQ6 |)ro<-da)BocrBtie response and one No Anawer 

3. - one pro-dsa»eratio rea^nae and one asti-deaiooratic 

response 

4« - one anti-^eoeeraiie response aod one No Answer 

6* Low - two anti~deBU>crstic responses 
9, No answer - two no answer responses 
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Code 



lte3d.co - Subjective CoMwtgnce Iiatex 

Thi^ it ft reproduction of the subjectiTe compttence ecale 
need in the analyeie in ||e Civic Cultaire by Galtriel Alaond 
and Sidney Verba* In the cftee of liizico, GtxttMn Scale 
ecoree were not oeed; inateadf llexieaa re«po>&deate were 
acored acceding to the nvadier of positive reaponaee made 
to the following five queetionei 

"Some people sajr that politiea and govenaent are co 
coBplieated that the average nutn canoot really under— 
etand wiuit is going on. How about loeal iaauea in thia 
town or part of the country, fiov well do you underatand 

them?" 

"Suppoae a regulation were being eoneidered by (SPECIFY 
UOSf LOCAL GyVl^NM£S9TAL UNITt WKH, VILUCSQ, ETC.) which 
you considered very uojust or harmful, what do you think 
you could do? (IF NEiilQi^) 4nyt&ing else?" 

<IF fi^SK^NDilM SAYS HE COULD DO ^AiETHIIfG) ♦^If such a 
case arose, how likely ia it that you would actually 
do aoae thing?** 

"If you oade an effort to change thia regulation how 
likely is it that you would succeed?" 

"Have you ever done anything to try to influence a locol 
decision?" 

For a fuller explanation of the construction of this indeZf 
see the footnote on pp. 231*^36 of Alound and NTerba, The 
Civic Culture . Princeton University Presa, 1963 (hardbound 
edition.) 



5. High Subjective Competenoe (five positive responses) 
No Answer 



2. 
3. 
4. 



0* I^w Subjective Congietence 
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Mexico * Socisliaatigtt laAmx 



BfeMd OB t« tbt following four qntstisiut 

V ^ 

. "Ac yoii ifoz^ grtviac i^y^lat't tagr i^btii 7011 woro ammd 

hem Musk iafliim« ^ yoa riirinr lunrtag in fMiljr 

dooisions Afftetiag yountlf • Did jou hvr» Meh Inftnnctf 

SoMt or 11090 «i silt** 

"At ixoimi Jlw jMWi tiaoy if « (foaily) doniaioa wtrm 
f Mdo ihmt you didaH'litef ilid jpou fool fm to eoq^laiiiy 
did yott fool « littio uBOMy •tettt ooaplaining or vmi it 
bottor not to ooaplnint" 

^'In ooao oehoolo tho oliildrwi wro oaeonraced to dioeuos 
•nd doliate politieol olid #oeiia ioanoi and to Mto rs^ 
tiwir oim ainds* Bowvoo it in yoiir ielHK>l«>>-iio« aooli 
ehoaoo did tho ebildroB boaro to oiq^at tl»ir opiniono 
"-HI lott ofaWf or aon* «t ^If** 



**Xn mtm ooe«»»l«s7 oclmolo tlM otadon^ p«rtici|>«to 
ronning oeiiool «ff*iro-«-in ottumg toooboro dooi^o 
OTorytMag* W/am woo it in yoor o^iool — did tho ptiadonto 
porticipoto o gro*t doftl, oom, Tory littio 1 or not ml nllf* 

Tho ooeiolisotion indos voo oonotraetod by oooring indiTiduAlo 
Acoording to tho nunbor of oaEporioneoo witb tbo doaoerntie prooooo 
vbiob tboy bad hod wbilo growing i^t (▲ no nnawor on ono or 
two faaitioas voo eountod m ono-bolf pooitiYo rioponoo, with 
rotsading toward tbo oztroat catogorioo*) 

1* High deaoerotie ooeialisatioa ezperienco - 4 pooitivo rooponooi 
0. - 3 iKisitiTo rooponooa 

3* - 2 pooitire rooponooo 

4, - 1 pooitivo rooponoo 

5, No e^erienee with the deaoeratic proceoo - No pooitivo roiiMinoc 
9* No aanwer on three or aoro questions 



Colian 

BM«d on tiM nuBber of positir* r««p«iis»« to tbe following 

"SttM ptoplo Mj tiiftt aoit |»«oplo can bo trooiod* 
Othoro you o«a*t bo too corofol in your doallago 
vitb pooplo* Bam do you fool obout itf " ("Most 
pooplo COB bo truitod** is « pooitiro rooponio.) 

"Spoakiog ^g«ior«lly I would you oay ^lAt aoot pooplo 
•ro aoro ineliaod to bolp othorOf or »oro inolinod 
to look out for tboiMOlvoo?^ ("iter* iaelinod to holp 
otiwro" io « pooitiTo rooponoo*) 

"If you doaH wotob youroelf , people will take advontase 
of you. Do you afroo or diaagreo with that?" ("Oisagre 
ia a poiitivo roaposao*) 

'*No oao ia going to care lauch vltat happono to you, 
when you get rig^t down to it* Oo you agree or dio-* 
agree with f^t?" ("Dia^roe** ia a poaitivo reaponae.) 

(*I}on't Kotow** and ''No Anower** reapoaaea were counted aa one- 
half poaitivo rea^maOf with rounding towcu^ the eaetreii» 
categoriea.) 

!• Hi|^ Trust (four poaitive reaponaoa) 

2. (three poaitive reaponaea) 

3* (two poaitive reaiwnaeo) 

4. (one poaitive response) 

5* Low Truat (no poaitive reaponaea) 

9, jOott*t imow or Ho Mawer on three or more queationa 
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"Art ytm m mu^r of.aoar orgaaisstiozM &d«<— iradt or laber 
uiiioBSf biuiiiMcs orgioisfttiens, toeial grouj^t profttiiomil 
or feora org«ais«tioi»9 oooiwrfttiToty fr«t«ra«l or v«ttr«n'o 
grot^Mit Athlotie olubsi poU^ioali 6!iirit«U.Ot oivie or 
roligioua orgaointiono— or ta^ otbor orgftnisod groi^f (XF 
KSSESD) Wbieh onosf" 

(IF A mmm mm tmtsifmsim nmU "sm yt^u^mv 

bosa m of floor in ^is (imo of ilwot) org«8i4ioti(Bi(s)f*' 

im Belongt to ono orgaai««tion and hmm boos an officer 
2* Beloaga to t«o organisationa and baa boon aa offieor 
3* Belongs to three orga&iafttiona and ham baan an officer. 
4* Beloaga to fear or B»re organisatiooa and haa been 
an officer 

' &• Belonga to one organisation and tea never been an officer 
6* Belonga to ^ organisAtiona and has mifr be«i an officer 
7m < Belonga Ut three organiasti^ia and haa noTtr been an officer 
8» Belonga to four or smre organixa^iona md. haa never been 

an officer 

pi 

0. Belonga to no organisations 
No Answer, Don't knov 

tiexicQ - Kaowledge of Pablio Offieialu 

Wheo a new President cornea into office y one of the firat 
things he most do is appoint people to cabinet positions 
and Boniatries. Could yon tell oe w^t aeae of theae cabinet 
positiona ore? (IF MSSW) Can you naae any' ethersf (FB0BS 

WTTL msmmwT mm five cabinet fosni^s ob until 

BSmiHSmS KNOWS NO KOBE. CODE IN T£SliS OF Hmm COBBiiiCT. 
AOCHPT as COiUUSCT £ITESB NAME OF CABSNETT POSITION SOCB AS 
^CHANCELLOE OF THE EJCCHEQUEE** Oil "FOBEIOT SECBmSSf," OB 
mm OF THE yiNISTHy SUCH AS •'TBEASUET* 0^ <*FOIl£I(i»f OFFICE.") 



6. One correct 

7« Two correct 

8* l^ree correct 

9. Four correct 

0, Five or more correct 

-• None naioed or none correct 

<«•• BonH knowf NA 



/ 

Code 



69 litj^iee » Org«piM>tiw»l g>rticipati«» 

**Juf yoix m mmibfr et my orgttoisAtidiis nov—tradit or labor . 
UBioBSf tmaiiuiM organisation* » aeoial groii|»a, profoaaional 
or fans organisational oooparatiToai fratamal or Totaran** 
groQ^i athlatie olnbat politioalp eharitalila, oivie or 
reli^oua organisatiout'--or aoy othtr organistd groopT (Xf 
NSgSiS)) Which onaa?** 

(XF A mmm of asm Gmaaza^im How)t yon *y»r 

b««n an off iear in tSsia (ont of theio) organisation(a)t'* 

Im Bolonga to one organisation an^ bail bean an officer 
2* Belongs' to t«o orgsnisationa and baa bean an officer 
3« Belongfl to three organisationa and has been an officer 
4km Belcmga to four or sore organisationa and haa been 

an officer ^ 

5« Qelonga to one organisation and haa never been an off iear 
6« Belonga to two organisationa and has nevar been an officer 
7« Belonga to three organiSatiima and has neirar h^n an officer 
8* Belonga to four or sore organisationa and has never been 

an officer 

0* Belonga to no organizations 
No ^e«er« &on*t know 



kexico ~ Kaowledgc of IHtblie Official a 

When a new Froeident coaee into office, one of the firet 
thinga he imuit do is appoint people to cabinet poaiti<nie 
»o& sinistriea* Coold j'ou tell ae i^t aooe of theae cabinet 
poaitiona aref (XF MSSJEH} Can yon naae any others? (FfiO^ 
UNXZL B£SP0NBI9IT mMES FIVE CABINET VUBVSldSlS OE IMII. 

Bsspwmfs KNOWS NO usm, com in tmm of numbhb cqbquct. 
ACC3^ Aa cmms Emm, name of omiim position mm as 

•^CHANCBLLCm OF THS £XCHEQU£B'* Oil **FOB£IGN SSlSBESmi,** OR 
NAUE OF THE lONISTBf SUCH AS "imASUHY" OB "FOBEIGN OFFICE.**) 

6» One correct 

7« Tvo correct 

8« Three correct 

9* Four correct 

0. Five or more correct 

None named or none correct 

4* DonH know; NA 
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BMtd on tiw folloviiig qutstioiuit 

^ow wm vould ISJgb to tiM out soattbing ftlioat your party 
^fertace hiw you Tota* ir« y«m eniraiitly a tm^r 
of any political party or organisation?*' 

"Do you consider yourself a si^portor of any particular 

politieal party?" 

"^Howard whieh political parly do you lean?** 

1. acti¥« mi - neaibara of FBI 

2. Non-active £BI » otiiera «bo support or lean toward FBI 

3. Active PAN r- asa^rs of FJK 

4« Non-«etive I^AN - oti^ra i^o aiq^rt or lean toward PAN 
5. AotiTO PP - aeaibera of W 

Qm Non-*ttotive PP - others wiui support or lean toward ^ 

T« Other party 

8« No party 

9. Uon*t know 

*m Hefused to say 



itexieo - Attention to Polxtioal and Govemfflsntal Affairs 

Do you follow the accounts of political and governmental 
affairs { would you say you follow them regularly, from tin» 
to tiii», or never? 

1. Eoipilarly 

2. From tizK to tijoe I 

3, Other 

4, Never 

5* TkinH know 
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KtaOxtr Code 

73 itoxico - Pride in Country 



Speaking generally, wiiat are the tbini^ almat thie country 
tbat yott are noat proud of aa a Ifezioaa? 

(Beapandenta could nention aeveral thinga tSiey vera proud 
of about tlwir countzy* Xn ^a codot priority mm given 
to aentiona of the political-legal ayataa and the eeonoaio 
ayatea, aa defined in eodea 1 as^ 2« Therefore , if a 
reapondent oentioned either or Uotli of these, be vaa coded 
as a 1, 2, or 3, even though he mi^t alao have mentioned 
other aspects of the country included in codes 4 and 5. 
Second priority was given to other jj^liey related items - 
theae reapondenta (code 4) might have mentioned topica 
included in code 5, but did not &»ntion either the political- 
legal or economic syatema*) 

!• Political-legal syetemi freedoms, democracy, Justice, 
political stability, peace 

, 2«, £conoaic eystemt economic growth, chance to advance, 
earn a living, industrial progress 

3« Both political-legal system and economic system 

4« Other things related to governmental policies - social 
legislation or national strength and independence; 
(no mention of 1 or 2 above) 

5« Other aspects of country t contributions to science or 
culture, spiritual values, characteristics of people 
or physical attributes of coimtry; (no mention of 1, 2, 
or 4 above) 

0. M^pkU-s 

-m l>onH know, No answer 
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Hmher Code 

74 Mexico - Hfogk 8itttftticm 

Bftsed oa. tbs following two qtiestionss 

*Ve*(l liioi to fiod out hov dooiaioas urt mtOm on your 
job* IRton doeisionc are luid* affoeting your ovn vorkf 
do thoft ia Mitboriltgr oYor you airor consult you oboui 
thea? Do th«y oauaily cwtuult jou, do tli«y mtmmtimB 
consult yout do«t ibis happoa raroly or aro you aovwr 
consulted?* (^usually** and **soMtlJMis coitsulted" are 
positive res|Kinses) 

"If a decision were made affeeting your own work tliat 
you disaipreed with strongly, i^t would you do— would 
you feel free to cos^laia, would you feel uneasy aliout 
coi^laining, or is it better to accept tlia deciaion 
end not coaplaln?" (*'feel f:rae to eoa|ilain** is a 
positive response) 

i« Hii^ influence in deoision-aaldog on job - two positive 

responses 

2. Ifediuia influence in deois ion-asking on job - one positive 

response 

3. Low influence in decision-oaking on job - no positive 

response 

8. la^propriate - Bespondent is imeoiiloyed or has no one 

in withority over him on job 

No iinswer or don't know to one or both questions 
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W« Wittld liin is f iai out MMttlilas abcat jroar wlb^Atioii* 
Btw f«r did 7^ witb 9^00^ td»Oftti«iir (S90B1 TO FIND 
HKSSSZ XiSVSIi AZXUKD) 

7« K» soliooliiig-^ieiw at all 

8« PlriMiy mIimI 

0« Bwpaa^tocy •ebooli ■nonwl seiicol 

0« ibdv«iie«d tftclmoloiieftl •ebool 



Six* of tova irtuird iat«rri«v takts plMt 

9. 10,000 - 19,000 
0« 20,000 - 46,999 
>• 50,000 ' 99,999 
■¥9 100, INK* 0T«r 

(Not* tiiftt ti» Utxican Sai^plc eoataiiui rsspoi^eQii liviisg 
in eoawmititt of 1««« titan 10, population.) 



MtJiieo - lacfliioc 

(£3^1i2UE XABJEfA ll) Ito hftria u»t«d «1 favor dt eluif ioar 
los ijagrocoB acnmalog do la fudl^a de oitad on uao dc Iom 
•igui«nt«» ocho grapoBf 

4. llli2<US D£ 500 

6. 600 a 999 

6. 1,000 a 1,499 

?• 1,500 a 2,499 

8. 2,600 a 4,999 

9. 5,000 a 7,999 
0* 8,000 a 12,999 
>• 13,000 0 ll&S 

•f. No Sabtt, Bihiuo CI as if i ear 
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Ifagicf - Oeottp>tion of B^»l>ond^at 

i« Prof«t«ioii*l.f hii^r aKSAgmMinti big buainsM 

3* Wbitt collar voztor 

4m Skilled woi^ry artiMUi 

5« l^killtd worktr, dcavatie iervaat 

7« Fam mrhmtt tmumt 
8. Housevif* 

0* Studont « 
•«•• UavB^loyed 

No answer 9 don't knov 



Moxieo - Age 

How old are you? 

6, 18-25 

T* 20-30 

8. 31 - 36 

9. 36-40 
0. 41-50 

SI - 50 

60 and over 
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